ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ವಿಧಾನ ಪರಿಷತ್ತು 


ಚುಕ್ಕೆ ಗುರುತಿಲ್ಲದ ಪಶ್ನೆ ಸ. 2048 | 


0 


€ 


ಮಾನ್ಯ ಸದಸ್ಯರ ಹೆಸರು ಶ್ರೀ ಸಿ.ಎನ್‌.ಮಂಜೇಗೌಡ (ಸ್ಥಳೀಯ ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಗಳ ಕ್ಷೇತ್ರ) 
ಉತ್ತರಿಸಬೇಕಾದವರು ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಸಚಿವರು 
ಉತ್ತರಿಸಬೇಕಾದ ದಿನಾಂಕ | 7052022 

3 ಪ್ರಕ ಉತ್ತರ 

ಸ Kx ತ್ರ 


2021-22ನೇ ಸಾಲಿನಲ್ಲಿ ಅಬಕಾರಿ | ಸರ್ಕಾರವು 2021-22ನೇ ಸಾಲಿನ ಆಯವ್ಯಯದಲ್ಲಿ ಅಬಕಾರಿ 
ಇಲಾಖೆಗೆ ಸರ್ಕಾರದಿಂದ | ಇಲಾಖೆಗೆ ಒಟ್ಟು ರೂ. 24580 ಕೋಟಿಗಳ ರಾಜಸ್ಥ 
ನಿಗಧಿಪಡಿಸಿದ ತೆರಿಗೆಯ | ಸಂಗ್ರಹಣೆಯ ಗುರಿ ನಿಗದಿಪಡಿಸಿದೆ. 

ಮೊತ್ತವೆಷ್ಟು: ಯಾವ ಯಾವ 


ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಇಲಾಖೆಯು ಏಪ್ರಿಲ್‌ 2021 ರಿಂದ ಫೆಬ್ರವರಿ 2022ರ 
ಬಾಬ್ದುಗಳಿಗೆ ಈ ತೆರಿಗೆಯನ್ನು 


ಅಂತ್ಯಕ್ಕೆ ಎಲ್ಲಾ ಮೂಲಗಳಿಂದ ಒಟ್ಟು ರೂ.23,665.35 


ಏಧಿಸಲಾಗಿತ್ತು (ಸಂಪೂರ್ಣ | ಫ್ಟೂಟ್ಟಗಳಷ್ಟು ಅಬಕಾರಿ ರಾಜಸ್ತವನ್ನು ಸಂಗ್ರಹಿಸಿದ್ದು, ವಿವರ 
ಮಾಹಿತಿ ನೀಡುವುದು) ಕೆಳಕಂಡಂತಿದೆ. 
ಸಂಗ್ರಹಿಸಿದ ಅಬಕಾರಿ 
ಕಂ. 
ಮೂಲ ರಾಜಸ್ತ 
ಸಂ ಇ 
(ರೂ. ಕೋಟಿಗಳಲ್ಲಿ) 
1 | ಭಾರತೀಯ ತಯಾರಿಕಾ ಮದ 20,271.06 
2 [ಬಿಯರ್‌ . 2,640.52 
[3 ಸಪ್ವದು ಶುಲ್ಡ 701.57 
4 |ಇತರೆ 52.20 
ಒಟ್ಟು ಅಬಕಾರಿ ರಾಜಸ್ತ 23,665.35* 
* ಮರು ಹೊಂದಾಣಿಕೆಗೊಳಪಟ್ಟಿರುತ್ತದೆ. 


ಇ) 


ನಿಗಧಿಪಡಿಸಿದ್ದ ತೆರಿಗೆ ಗುರಿಯಂತೆ 


ಸಂಗ್ರಹವಾಗಿದೆಯೇ: ಹಾಗಿದ್ದಲ್ಲಿ, 
ಸಂಗೆಹವಾದ ತೆರಿಗೆಯೆಷ್ಟು: 
(ವಿವರವಾದ ಮಾಹಿತಿಯನ್ನು 


ಜಿಲ್ಲಾವಾರು ಒದಗಿಸುವುದು) 


ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಇಲಾಖೆಯಲ್ಲಿ ಹಾಲಿ 
ಯಸವ ಯಾವ ಪರವಾನಗಿಯ 
ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿವೆ, ಇವುಗಳನ್ನು ನೀಡಲು 
ಅನುಸರಿಸುವ ಮಾನದಂಡಗಳೇನು: 
(ಪ್ರತಿಯೊಂದು ಪರವಾನಗಿಯ ಬಗ್ಗೆ 


ಪ್ರಕ್ಳೇಕವಾದ' ಮಾಹಿತಿಯನ್ನು 
ನೀಡುವುದು ಮತ್ತು ಸರ್ಕಾರದ 
ಆದೇಶ/ ಸುತ್ತೋಲೆ; 
ಅಧಿಸೂಚನೆಗಳ ಪ್ರತಿ 
ಒದಗಿಸುವುದು) 


ಸರ್ಕಾರವು ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಇಲಾಖೆಗೆ 2021-22ನೇ ಸಾಲಿಗೆ 
ರೂ.24,580 ಕೋಟಿಗಳ ರಾಜಸ್ವ ಸಂಗಹಣೆ ಗುರಿ 
ನಿಗದಿಪಡಿಸಿದ್ದು, ಫೆಬ್ರವರಿ 2022ರ ಅಂತ್ಯಕ್ಕೆ ಎಲ್ಲಾ 


ಮೂಲಗಳಿಂದ ರೂ.23,665.35 ಕೋಟಿಗಳ ಅಬಕಾರಿ ರಾಜಸ್ವ 
ಸಂಗ್ರಹಿಸಲಾಗಿದ್ದು, ಶೇ.96.28 ರಷ್ಟು ಗುರಿ ಸಾಧಿಸಲಾಗಿದೆ. 
ಆರ್ಥಿಕ ವರ್ಷದ ಅಂತ್ಯದೊಳಗೆ ನಿಗದಿಪಡಿಸಿರುವ ಗುರಿಯನ್ನು 
ಸಾಧಿಸುವುದಾಗಿ ನಿರೀಕ್ಷಿಸಲಾಗಿದೆ. 


ಜಿಲ್ಲಾವಾರು ಸಂಗ್ರಹವಾದ ಅಬಕಾರಿ ರಾಜಸ್ಥದ ವಿವರವನ್ನು 
ಅನುಬಂಧ-1ರಲ್ಲಿ ಇರಿಸಿದೆ. 


[4 


ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಇಲಾಖೆಯಿಂದ ನೀಡಲಾಗುವ ವಿವಿಧ ರೀತಿಯ 
ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಸನ್ನದುಗಳ ವಿವರ ಕೆಳಕಂಡಂತಿದೆ:- 


3 ಸನ್ನದು ವಿಧ ಪ್ರಕಾರ 

ಸಂ] 

1 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 2 |ಜೆಲ್ಲರೆ ಮದ್ದ ಮಾರಾಟ ಸನ್ನದು. 

2 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 4 |ಕ್ಷಬ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ ಸನ್ನದು. 

3 |ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 5 | ಅಪರೂಪಕ್ಕೊಮ್ಮೆ ನೀಡುವ ಸನ್ನದು. 

4 |ಸಿಎಲ್‌-6 | ವಿಶೇಷ ಸನ್ನದು. 

5 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 6A | ತಾರಾ ಹೋಟೆಲ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ ಸನ್ವದು. 

6 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 7 | ಬೋರ್ಡಿಂಗ್‌ ಮತ್ತು ಲಾಡ್ದಿಂಗ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ 


ಸನ್ನದು. 


7 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 7A | ಪ್ರವಾಸೋದ್ಯಮ ಹೋಟೆಲ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ 


ಸನ್ರದು. 
[3 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 7 | ಪ್ರವಾಸೋದ್ಯಮ ಹೋಟೆಲ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ 
| ಬಿಯರ್‌ ಬಾರ್‌ ಸನ್ನದು. 


ಕೇಂದ್ರ ಮತ್ತು ರಾಜ್ಯ ಪ್ರವಾಸೋದ್ಯಮ 


9 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 7C 


ಅಭಿವೃದ್ಧಿ ನಿಗಮದಡಿಯ ರೈಲುಗಳಿಗೆ 
ನೀಡುವ ಸನ್ನದು. 
10 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 8 | ಮಿಲಿಟರಿ ಕಾಂಟೀನ್‌ ಸನದು. * 
Il ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 8A | ಮಿಲಿಟರಿ ಕ್ಯಾಂಟೀನ್‌ ಉಗ್ರಾಣಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ 
& ಸನ್ವದು. } 
12 ಸಿಎಲ್‌-8B | ಬಿಎಸ್‌ಎಫ್‌ ಅಥವಾ ಪ್ಯಾರಾಮಿಲಿಟರಿ 


te 


ಘೋರ್ಸ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ ಸನ್ವದು. 


—— 


13 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 9 |ಬಾರ್‌ ಮತು ರೆಸೋರೆಂಟ್‌ ಸನೃದು. 
14 ಸಿಎಲ್‌-10 | ಹರಾಜು ಪ್ರಕ್ರಿಯೆ ಸನದು. 


15 ಸಿಎಲ್‌-1 ಡಿಸ್ಪಿಬ್ರೂಟರ್‌ ಸನ್ರದು. 
ಸಿಎಲ್‌-1॥18 | ವಶಪಡಿಸಿಕೊಂಡಿರುವ ಮದ್ಯ ಮಾರಾಟ 


| ಸನ್ತದು. 

ಸಿಎಲ್‌-1॥€ | ಸರ್ಕಾರಿ ಸ್ಥಾಮ್ಮದ ಚಿಲ್ಲರೆ ಮದ್ಯ ಮಾರಾಟ 

ಸನ್ನದು(ಎಂ.ಎಸ್‌.ಐ.ಎಲ್‌). 

ಸಿಎಲ್‌-12 | ಬಾಟಲಿಯಲ್ಲಿ ಸೇಂದಿ ಮಾರಾಟ ಮಾಡುವ 
[ಸನ್ನದು | 

19 ಸಿಎಲ್‌- 13 | ಸಾರಾಯಿ ಡಿಪೋ ಸನದು. 

[5 ಅಂತರರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ವಿಮಾನ ನಿಲ್ದಾಣದಲ್ಲಿನ 

ಡ್ವೂಟಿಫ್ರಿ ಶಾಪ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ ಸನ್ರದು. 

21 |ಸಿಎಲ್‌-17 | ದೇಶಿಯ ವಿಮಾನ ನಿಲ್ದಾಣದ ಪ್ರಯಾಣಿಕರ 

ರಿಫ್ರೆಶಮೆಂಟ್‌ ರೂಮ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ ನೀಡುವ 

_| ಸನ್ನದು. 

[22 ಸಿಎಲ್‌-18 | ಅಂತರದೇಶಿಯ ವಿಮಾನ ನಿಲ್ದಾಣದ 

ಪ್ರಯಾಣಿಕರ ರಿಫ್ರೆಕ್‌ಮೆಂಟ್‌ ರೂಮ್‌ಗಳಿಗೆ 

ನೀಡುವ ಸನ್ನದು. 
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[| 


1992ನೇ ಸಾಲಿನಿಂದ ಹೊಸದಾಗಿ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-2, ಸಿಎಲ್‌-9 
ಸನ್ನದನ್ನು ನೀಡಲು ಸರ್ಕಾರ ನಿರ್ಬಂಧಿಸಿರುವುದರಿಂದ 
ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಇಲಾಖೆಯಿಂದ ಹೊಸದಾಗಿ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-2 ಮತ್ತು 
ಸಿಎಲ್‌-9 ಸನ್ನದುಗಳ ಮಂಜೂರಾತಿ ನೀಡಲಾಗುತ್ತಿಲ್ಲ. 


ಪ್ರಸ್ತುತ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-4, ಸಿಎಲ್‌-6ಎ, ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7, ಸಿಎಲ್‌-8, 
ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7ಎ, ಸಿಎಲ್‌-1ಸಿ, ಫಾರ್ಮ್‌ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-16, ಫಾರ್ಮ್‌ 
ಸಿಎಲ್‌-17 ಮತ್ತು ಫಾರ್ಮ್‌ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-18 ಸನ್ನದುಗಳನ್ನು 
ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ಅಬಕಾರಿ (ಭಾರತೀಯ ಮತ್ತು ವಿದೇಶಿ ಮದ್ಯಗಳ 
ಮಾರಾಟ) ನಿಯಮಗಳು, 1968 ರ ನಿಯಮ-3 ಮತ್ತ್ರತಾ 5 ರಡಿ 
ಮಂಜೂರು ಮಾಡಲಾಗುತ್ತಿದೆ. ಸದರಿ ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿಗೆ 
ಸಂಬಂಧಪಟ್ಟಂತೆ ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ಅಬಕಾರಿ (ಭಾರತೀಯ ಮತ್ತು 
ವಿದೇಶಿ ಮದ್ಯ ಮಾರಾಟ) ನಿಯಮಗಳು 1968 ರ ನಿಯಮ 
8, 8(ಎ) ರಲ್ಲಿ ನಿಗಧಿಪಡಿಸಿರುವ ಸನ್ನದು ಶುಲ್ಕ ಮತ್ತು 
ಹೆಚ್ಚುವರಿ ಸನ್ನದು. ಶುಲ್ಕಗಳನ್ನು ಅರ್ಜಿದಾರರಿಂದ 
ಪಾವತಿಸಿಕೊಂಡು ಅರ್ಜಿ ಪಡೆಯಲಾಗುತ್ತದೆ. ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ 
ಅಬಕಾರಿ (ಸನ್ನದುಗಳ ಸಾಮಾನ್ಯ ಷರತ್ತುಗಳು) ನಿಯಮಗಳು, 
1967ರ ನಿಯಮ-5 ರನ್ವಯ ಉದ್ದೇಶಿತ ಸನ್ನದಿನ 100 


ಮೀಟರ್‌ ಅಂತರದೊಳಗೆ ಯಾವುದೇ ಶೈಕ್ಷಣಿಕ ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಗಳು, 
ಧಾರ್ಮಿಕ ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಗಳು, ಆಸ್ಪತ್ರೆಗಳು (0 ಬೆಡ್‌ಗಳನ್ನು 
ಹೊಂದಿರುವ ಆಸ್ಪತ್ರೆಗಳು) ಪರಿಶಿಷ್ಠ ಜಾತಿ ಅಥವಾ ಪರಿಶಿಷ್ಟ 
ಪಂಗಡಗಳ ಕಾಲೋನಿಗಳು ಇರುವಂತಿಲ್ಲ. ಯಾವುದೇ ರಾಜ್ಯ 
ಸರ್ಕಾರದ /ಣೇಂದ್ರ ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಕಛೇರಿಯಾಗಲೀ ಅಥವಾ 
ಸ್ಥಳೀಯ ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಗಳ ಕಛೇರಿಯಾಗಲೀ ಅವುಗಳ ಮುಖ್ಯಸ್ಥರು 
ಗ್ರೂಪ್‌ "ಎ" ಅಥವಾ ಗ್ರೂಪ್‌ 'ಬಿ” ಅಧಿಕಾರಿಯಾಗಿದ್ದಲ್ಲಿ ಆ 
ಕಛೇರಿಯು ಆಕ್ಷೇಪಣಾ ಸ್ಥಳವೆಂದು ಪರಿಗಣಿಸಲ್ಪಡುತ್ತದೆ. 
ನಿಯಮಗಳ ಪ್ರತಿಯನ್ನು ಅನುಬಂಧ-2 ಮತ್ತು 3ರಲ್ಲಿ ಇರಿಸಿದೆ. 


ಮಾನ್ಯ ಸರ್ವೋಚ್ಛ ನ್ಯಾಯಾಲಯದ. ಸಿವಿಲ್‌ ಅಪೀಲು 
ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ:12164-12166/2016 ರ ದಿನಾಂಕ:31-03-2017ರಲ್ಲಿ 
ಆದೇಶಿಸಿದಂತೆ 20,000ಕ್ಕಿಂತ ಹೆಚ್ಚಿನ ಜನಸಂಖ್ಯೆ ಹೊಂದಿರುವ 
ಗ್ರಾಮ ಪಂಚಾಯಿತಿಯ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯಲ್ಲಿ 500 ಮೀಟರ್‌ 
(ಸರ್ವೀಸ್‌ ರಸ್ತೆಯು ಹಾದು ಹೋಗಿದ್ದಲ್ಲಿ ಸರ್ವೀಸ್‌ ರಸ್ತೆಯ 
ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ ಅಥವಾ ರಾಜ್ಯ/ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಯ 
ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ) ಅಂತರದಲ್ಲಿ ಯಾವುದೇ ಸನ್ನದನ್ನು ಮಂಜೂರು 
ಮಾಡುವಂತಿಲ್ಲ.20,000ಕ್ಕಿಂತ ಕಡಿಮೆ ಜನಸಂಖ್ಯೆ ಹೊಂದಿರುವ 
ಗ್ರಾಮ ಪಂಚಾಯಿತಿಯ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯಲ್ಲಿ 220 ಮೀಟರ್‌ 
(ಸರ್ವೀಸ್‌ ರಸ್ತೆಯು ಹಾದು ಹೋಗಿದ್ದಲ್ಲಿ ಸರ್ವೀಸ್‌ ರಸ್ತೆಯ | 
ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ ಅಥವಾ ರಾಜ್ಯ/ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಯ 
ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ) ಅಂತರದಲ್ಲಿ ಯಾವುದೇ ಸನ್ನದನ್ನು ಮಂಜೂರು 
ಮಾಡುವಂತಿಲ್ಲ. 


ಮಾನ್ಯ ಸರ್ವೋಚ್ಛ ನ್ಯಾಯಾಲಯದ ಎಸ್‌.ಎಲ್‌.ಪಿ (ಸಿವಿಲ್‌) 
ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ:10243/2017ರಲ್ಲಿನ ದಿನಾಂಕ:11.07.2017ರ 
ಆದೇಶದಲ್ಲಿ ನೀಡಿದ ಸ್ಪಷ್ಟೀಕರಣದಂತೆ, ಮಹಾನಗರ ಪಾಲಿಕ್ತೆ 
ನಗರ ಪಾಲಿಕೆ, ನಗರಸಭೆ, ಪುರಸಭೆ ಮತ್ತು ಪಟ್ಟಣ 
ಪಂಚಾಯಿತಿ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಗಳಲ್ಲಿ ಹಾದು ಹೋಗುವ ರಾಜ್ಯ ಮತ್ತು 
ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳ ಇಕ್ಕೆಲಗಳಲ್ಲಿರುವ ಸನ್ನದುಗಳನ್ನು 
ನಿಯಮಾನುಸಾರ ನವೀಕರಿಸಲು ಅವಕಾಶ ಕಲ್ಪಿಸಲಾಗಿರುತ್ತದೆ. 


HH 


ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಪತ್ರ ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ: ಆಜಿ 36 ಇಹಬ್ಬ್ಯೂಪಿ 2018, ದಿನಾಲಿಕ: 
06.08.2020ರಲ್ಲಿ 2011ರ ಜನಗಣತಿಯನ್ವಯ 5000 ಅಥವಾ 


ಅದಕ್ಕಿಂತ ಹೆಚ್ಚು ಜನಸಂಖ್ಯೆಯುಳ್ಳ ಗ್ರಾಮ 
ಪಂಚಾಯಿತಿ /ಸ್ಥಳೀಯ ಪ್ರದೇಶಗಳ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯಲ್ಲಿ ಹಾದು 


ಹೋಗುವ ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಮತ್ತು ರಾಜ್ಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳ ಇಕ್ಕೆಲಗಳಲ್ಲಿ 
ಹೊಸದಾಗಿ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-6ಎ ಮತ್ತು ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7 ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿಗೆ 
ಮಾತ್ರ ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ (ಸನ್ನದುಗಳ ಸಾಮಾನ್ಯ 
ಷರತ್ತುಗಳು) ನಿಯಮಗಳು, 1967ರ ನಿಯಮ (5)ರಡಿಯಲ್ಲಿ 
ರಾಜ್ಯ ಮತ್ತು ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳಿಗೆ ಸಂಬಂಧಿಸಿದಂತೆ 
ವಿಧಿಸಿರುವ ನಿಬಂಧನೆಗಳನ್ನು ಹೊರತುಪಡಿಸಿ, ಇತರೆ 
ಷರತ್ತುಗಳನ್ನು ಪಾಲಿಸುವ ಷರತ್ತಿಗೊಳಪಟ್ಟು ನಿಯಮಾನುಸಾರ 
ಪ್ರಾರಂಭಿಸಲು ವಿನಾಯಿತಿಯನ್ನು ನೀಡಲಾಗಿದೆ. ಪ್ರತಿಯನ್ನು 
ಅನುಬಂಧ-4ರಲ್ಲಿ ಇರಿಸಿದೆ. 


ಅಬಕಾರಿ 


ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಪತ್ರ ಸಂಖ್ಯೇಆಇ 33 ಇಎಫ್‌ಎಲ್‌ 2021, 
ದಿನಾಂಕ:19.01.2022ರಲ್ಲಿ ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ರಾಜಸ್ವ ಹಿತದೃಷ್ಠಿಯಿಂದ 
ಮತ್ತು ಪ್ರವಾಸೋದ್ಯಮದ ಹೊಸದಾಗಿ 
ಮಂಜೂರು ಮಾಡುವ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7(ಎ) ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿಗೂ ವಿಸ್ತರಿಸಿ 
ಅನುಮತಿಯನ್ನು ನೀಡಲಾಗಿದೆ. ಪ್ರತಿಯನ್ನು ಅನುಬಂಧ-5ರಲ್ಲಿ 
ಇರಿಸಿದೆ. 


ಅಭಿವೃದ್ಧಿಗಾಗಿ 


ಈ) | 2022-23ನೇ ಸಾಲಿಗೆ | ಸ್ಪರ್ಕಾರದ ಪತ್ರ ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ: ಎಫ್‌ ಡಿ 07 ಇಎಫ್‌ಎಲ್‌ 2008 


ಎಂ.ಎಸ್‌.ಐ.ಎಲ್‌ ವತಿಯಿಂದ 
ಸರ್ಕಾರ ಎಷ್ಟು ಪರವಾನಗೆಗಳನ್ನು 


ವಿತರಿಸಲಾಗುವುದು; ಈ 


ಯಾವುವು; (ವಿವರದೊಂದಿಗೆ 
ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಆದೇಶ/ಸುತ್ತೋಲೆ 
ಪ್ರತಿಗಳನ್ನು ಒದಗಿಸುವುದು) 


ದಿನಾಂಕ:03.07.2009ರಲ್ಲಿ 463 ಹಾಗೂ ಪತ್ರ ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ: ಎಫ್‌ಡಿ 
15 ಇಎಫ್‌ಎಲ್‌ 2015 ದಿ:23.09.2016ರಲ್ಲಿ 900 ಹೀಗೆ ಒಟ್ಟಾರೆ 
1363 ಸಿಎಲ್‌ 11-ಸಿ ಸನ್ನದುಗಳನ್ನು ಸರ್ಕಾರಿ ಸ್ಥಾಮ್ಮದ 
ಎಂ.ಎಸ್‌.ಐ.ಎಲ್‌ ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಯವರಿಗೆ ಮಂಜೂರು ಮಾಡಲು 
ಅನುಮತಿ ನೀಡಲಾಗಿರುತ್ತದೆ. ಈ ಎರಡೂ ಕೋಟಾಗಳ ಪೈಕಿ 
ದಿನಾಂಕ:10-03-2022ರವರೆಗೆ ಒಟ್ಟು 1049 ಸಿಎಲ್‌-11ಸಿ 
ಸನ್ನದುಗಳನ್ನು ಮಂಜೂರು ಮಾಡಲು ಪೂರ್ವಾನುಮತಿ 
ನೀಡಲಾಗಿದ್ದು, ಇನ್ನೂ 314 ಸನ್ನದುಗಳನ್ನು ತೆರೆಯಲು ಬಾಕಿ 
ಇರುತ್ತದೆ. 


ಹೀಗೆ ಬಾಕಿ ಉಳಿದಿರುವ ಕೋಟಾದಡಿಯಲ್ಲಿ ಎಂ.ಎಸ್‌.ಐ.ಎಲ್‌ 
ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಯವರಿಂದ ಪ್ರಸ್ತಾವನೆ ಸ್ನೀಕೃತವಾದಲ್ಲಿ, ಅವುಗಳನ್ನು 
ನಿಯಮಾನುಸಾರ ಪರಿಶೀಲಿಸಿ ಸೂಕ್ತ ಸಮ 
ಕೈಗೊಳ್ಳಲಾಗುವುದು. ಅದನ್ನು ಹೊರತುಪಡಿಸಿ, 2022-23ನೇ 
ಸಾಲಿಗೆ ರಾಜ್ಯದಲ್ಲಿ ಎಂ.ಎಸ್‌.ಐ.ಎಲ್‌ ವತಿಯಿಂದ ಇಂತಿಷ್ಟೇ 
ಪರವಾನಗಿಗಳನ್ನು ವಿತರಿಸಲು ಗುರಿ ಹೊಂದಿರುವುದಿಲ್ಲ. 


ಎಂ.ಎಸ್‌.ಐ.ಎಲ್‌ ಮದ್ಯದ ಮಳಿಗೆಗಳನ್ನು ಮಂಜೂರು 
ಮಾಡಲು ಸರ್ಕಾರ ರೂಪಿಸಿರುವ ಮಾನದಂಡಗಳು 
ಕೆಳಕಂಡಂತಿವೆ: 


ಎಂ.ಎಸ್‌.ಐ.ಎಲ್‌ ಮಳಿಗೆಗಳನ್ನು ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ಅಬಕಾರಿ 
(ಭಾರತೀಯ ಮತ್ತು ವಿದೇಶಿ ಮದ್ಯಗಳ ಮಾರಾಟ) 
ನಿಯಮಗಳು, 1968 ರ ನಿಯಮ-3(1-ಸಿ), 8, 8(ಎ) ರಲ್ಲಿ 
ನಿಗದಿಪಡಿಸಿರುವ ಸನ್ನದು ಶುಲ್ಕ ಮತ್ತು ಹೆಚ್ಚುವರಿ ಸನ್ನದು ಶುಲ್ಕ 
ಹಾಗೂ ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ಅಬಕಾರಿ (ಸನ್ನದುಗಳ ಸಾಮಾನ್ಯ 
ಷರತ್ತುಗಳು) ನಿಯಮಗಳು, 1967ರ ನಿಯಮ-5ರನ್ವಯ 
ಉದ್ದೇಶಿತ ಸನ್ನದಿನ 100 ಮೀಟರ್‌ ಅಂತರದೊಳಗೆ ಯಾವುದೇ |' 
ಶೈಕ್ಷಣಿಕ ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಗಳು, ಧಾರ್ಮಿಕ" ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಗಳು, ಆಸ್ಪತ್ರೆಗಳು) 
ಪರಿಶಿಷ್ಟ ಜಾತಿ ಅಥವಾ ಪರಿಶಿಷ್ಟ ಪಂಗಡಗಳ ಕಾಲೋನಿಗಳು 
ಇರುವಂತಿಲ್ಲ. ಸ್ಥಳೀಯ ಸಂಸ್ಥೆಗಳು, ಹಾಗೂ ಪತ್ರಾಂಕಿತ 
ಅಧಿಕಾರಿಗಳ ಕೇಂದ್ರ / ರಾಜ್ಯ ಸರ್ಕಾರಿ ಕಛೇರಿಗಳು 
ಇರುವಂತಿಲ್ಲ. ಹಾಗೂ ಮಾನ್ಯ ಸರ್ವೋಚ್ಛ ನ್ಯಾಯಾಲಯದ 


'| ಸಿವಿಲ್‌ ಅಪೀಲು ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ: 12164-12166/2016ರ ದಿನಾಂಕ: 


31-03-2017ರಲ್ಲಿ ಆದೇಶಿಸಿರುವಂತೆ 20,000 ಕೈಂತ ಹೆಚ್ಚಿನ 
ಜನಸಂಖ್ಯೆ ಹೊಂದಿರುವ ಗ್ರಾಮ ಪಂಚಾಯಿತಿಯ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯಲ್ಲಿ 
500 ಮೀಟರ್‌ (ಸರ್ವೀಸ್‌ ರಸ್ತೆಯು ಹಾದು ಹೋಗಿದ್ದಲ್ಲಿ 
ಸರ್ಮೀಸ್‌ ರಸ್ತೆಯ ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ ಅಥವಾ ರಾಜ್ಯ / ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ 
ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಯ ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ) ಯಾವುದೇ ಸನ್ನದನ್ನು ಮಂಜೂರು 
ಮಾಡುವಂತಿಲ್ಲ. 20,000 ಕ್ಕಿಂತ ಕಡಿಮೆ ಜನಸಂಖ್ಯೆ 
ಹೊಂದಿರುವ ಗ್ರಾಮ ಪಂಚಾಯಿತಿಯ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯಲ್ಲಿ 220 
ಮೀಟರ್‌ (ಸರ್ವೀಸ್‌ ರಸೆಯು ಹಾದು ಹೋಗಿದಲ್ಲಿ ಸರ್ವೀಸ್‌ 


[sl 


ರಸ್ತೆಯ ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ ಅಥವಾ ರಾಜ್ಯ / ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಯ 
ಅಂಚಿನಿಂದ) ಯಾವುದೇ . ಸನ್ನದನ್ನು ಮಂಜೂರು 
ಮಾಡುವಂತಿಲ್ಲ. 


ಮಾನ್ಯ ಸರ್ವೋಚ್ಛ ನ್ಯಾಯಾಲಯದ ಎಸ್‌.ಎಲ್‌.ಪಿ (ಸಿವಿಲ್‌) 
ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ: 10243/2017 ರಲ್ಲಿನ ದಿನಾಂಕ: 11-07-2017 ರ 
ಆದೇಶದಲ್ಲಿ ನೀಡಿದ ಸ್ಪಷ್ಟೀಕರಣದಂತೆ, ಮಹಾನಗರ ಪಾಲಿಕೆ, 
ನಗರ ಪಾಲಿಕೆ, ನಗರಸಭೆ, ಪುರಸಭೆ ಮತ್ತು ಪಟ್ಟಣ 
ಪಂಚಾಯಿತಿ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಗಳಲ್ಲಿ ಹಾದು ಹೋಗುವ ರಾಜ್ಯ ಮತ್ತು 
ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳ ಇಕ್ಕೆಲಗಳಲ್ಲಿರುವ ಸನ್ನದುಗಳನ್ನು 
ನಿಯಮಾನುಸಾರ ನವೀಕರಿಸಲು ಅವಕಾಶ ಕಲ್ಲಿಸಲಾಗಿರುತ್ತದೆ. 
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(8. ಗೋಪಾಲಯ್ಯ) 
ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಸಚಿವರು 


ಅನುಬಂಧ -1 
2021-22 ನೇ ಸಾಲಿನಲ್ಲಿ (ಏಪ್ರಿಲ್‌ 2021 ರಿಂದ ಫೆಬ್ರವರಿ 2022 ರ ಅಂತ್ಯಕ್ಕೆ) 
ಸಂಗ್ರಹವಾಗಿರುವ ಜಿಲ್ಲಾವಾರು ಅಬಕಾರಿ ರಾಜಸ್ವದ ವಿವರ (ರೂ.ಕೋಟಿಗಳಲ್ಲಿ) 
2021-22* 
(ಫೆಬ್ರವರಿ 2022ರ ಅಂತ್ಯಕೆ) 


ಕ್ರ. ಸರ ಜಿಲ್ಲೆಗಳು 


ಚಿಂಗಳೂರು ನಗರ ಜಿಲ್ಲೆ 
ಬೆಂಗಳೂರು ಗ್ರಾಮಾಲತರ 
ಚಿಕ್ಕಬಳ್ಳಾಪುರ 


| 
l 


240.09 


\ 


* ಮರುಹೊಂಬಾಣಿಕೆಗೆ ಒಳಪಟ್ಟಿರುತ್ತೆದೆ. 
ವಿಸೂ:- 2016-17ನೇ ಸಾಲಿನಿಂದ ಇಲಾಖೆಯಲ್ಲಿ ಎಲ್ಲಾ ರೀತಿಯ ತೆರಿಗೆಗಳನ್ನು ಆ-p೩yಗಗ! ವ್ಯವಸ್ಥೆ ಮುಖಾಂತರ 
ಪಾವತಿಸುತ್ತಿದ್ದು ರಾಜ್ಯದ ಎಲ್ಲಾ ಜಿಲ್ಲೆಗಳ ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಪಾವತಿಗಳು ಬೆಂಗಳೂರು ನಗರ ಜಿಲ್ಲೆಯ ಖಜಾನೆಯು ಟೀ 
Treasury ಯಾಗಿರುವುದರಿಂದ, ರಾಜ್ಯದಲ್ಲಿ, ಎಲ್ಲೇ ಪಾವತಿ ಮಾಡಿದರೂ ಬೆಂಗಳೂರು ರೀ Tsury ನಲ್ಲಿ 
ಜಮೆಯಾಗಿರುತ್ತದೆ. ಆದಾಗ್ಯೂ ಜಿಲ್ಲಾ ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಉಪ ಆಯುಕ್ತರುಗಳ ಕಛೇರಿಗಳಿಂದ ಮಾಹಿತಿಯನ್ನು ಪಡೆದು 
ಜಿಲ್ಲಾವಾರು ರಾಜಸ್ಥವನ್ನು ಸಿದ್ದಪಡಿಸಲಾಗಿರುತ್ತದೆ. 
ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಲ್ಲಿ ಮಾರಾಟ ಮಾಡಲು ಖರೀದಿಸಿರುವ ಮದ್ಯದ ಮೇಲಿನ ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಸುಂಕ ಮತ್ತು ಹೆಚ್ಚುವರಿ ಅಬಕಾರಿ 
ಸುಂಕಗಳನ್ನು ಮದ್ಯ ಉತ್ಪಾದಕ ಡಿಸ್ಮಿಲರಿ/ಬ್ರಿವರೀಸ್‌/ ವೈನರಿ ಘಟಕಗಳ ಹಂತದಲ್ಲೇ ಸಂಗೃಹಿಸಲಾಗುತ್ತಿದೆ. ಆದುದರಿಂದ 
ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿಂದ ವಾರ್ಷಿಕ ಸನ್ನದು ಶುಲ, ಹಾಗೂ ದಂಡ ಮತ್ತು ಮುಟ್ಟುಗೋಲು ರೊಪದಲ್ಲಿ ಮಾತ್ರ ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಆದಾಯ 
ಬ್ರಿವರೀಸ್‌/ ಮೈನೆರಿ ಘಟಿಕಗಳು ಹೆಚ್ಚಾಗಿ ಇರುವ ಜಿಲ್ಲೆಗಳಲ್ಲಿ, ಅಬಕಾರಿ 


ಸಂಗ್ರಹವಾಗುತ್ತಿರುತ್ತದೆ. ಮದ್ಯ ಉತ್ಕಾದಕ ಡಿಸ್ಕಿಲರಿ/! 
ರಾಜಸ್ಥ ಹೆಚ್ಚಿಗೆ ಸಂಗ್ರಹವಾಗಿರುತ್ತದೆ. C 
‘ ಮ್ನ 
OL Naa 
ಕರಡು ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಆಯುಕ್ತರಿಂದ ್ಠ ಹತರ ಪರವಾಗಿ 


ಅನುಮೋದಿಸಲ್ಕಟೈೆದೆ. Ns ky 


} KE (MANF. & BOTTLING OF TODDY) (AMDT. RULES, 1972 R.2 
UE MANF. & BOTTLING OF TODDY) (AMDT) RULES, 1077 R.2 
ರ್‌ THE 
- KARNATAKA 

EXCISE (SALE OF ARRACK) (REPEAL) RULES, 199% 
AThereas, the draft of the following rules to repeal the Kasnataka Excise 
is of Arrack) Rules, 1997 was published as required by sub-csction (1) of 


PN 
pv 


cation No. FD 17 PES98, dated 8-12-1998 in Part IV, Section 2-Cli) of the 
aataka Gazette, Extraordinary inviting objections and suggestions from 
persons likely to be affected thereby within fifteen days fror the date of 
vublication in the Official Gazette. 


And whereas, the said Gazette was made available to the public on 
5-2-1998. 


And whereas, no objections/suggestions were received in respect of the 
nid dzaft by the State Government. 


‘low, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 71 of the 
Kamataka Excise Act, 1965 (Karnataka Act 21 of 1966), Government of 
“asaataka hereby makes the following rules, namely. — 


(Sale of Arrack) (Repeal) Rules, 1999. 
(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the 


“ficial Gazette. 


.. Repeal and savings.— The Karnataka Excise (Sale of Ar:ack) Rules, 
1997 ave hereby repealed 


‘rovided that the said repeal shall not affect the previous operation of the 
usid rules or anything duly-done or suffered thereunder or Nae any right, 
liability or obligation acquired or accrued under the said rules. 


LLL 


Pubiished ‘in the Kamataka Gazette, Extraordinary, No. 65, dated 11-1-1999, vide 
Notification No. FD 17 PES 98, dated 11-1-1999. 


n 71 of the Karnataka Excisé Act, 1965 (Karnataka Act 2% of 1966) in 


itle and commencement. —(1) These rules may be called tha Karnataka 


Rules 


“Aone 2 


THE 
KARNATAIC 
EXCISE {SALE OF INDIAN , 


AN 
& 


FOREIGN LIQUORS; RULE 


@ Act ಹ. ಮ, 55: 


(b) Foreignliquor ..0 00.00.00... 
( fom .......... 


Licensee to purchase liquor oniy from notiii “d 
depots of the Distributor Licensee . 


Application for licence ...... 


Registration of Application. ....0 ....... pe 


Disqualification (40.0.0... 0... 


Wholesale licences in Form CL-1 ad Form £15 
(Beer) nottobe renewed .. |... 


Duration oflicence . 0.000.000... 
Fees to be paid 


re Elgg 
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Luge iNo. 


woval of brans labels of liquor . 
ed vutsicde Kamataka . §. 0.00 00000 1388 


proval of brand labels of liquor - 
adoussidelndia., 1388 


QUOT. » 1389 


ce to be paid inadvance ....... A 1389 


"ಇ 


‘licences tobe fixed... 6s 1390 


ion of accounts by the Inspector of 
‘ore and after the renewal of licences... .. 4... 1395 


AKL) PJSLICATION 


THE 
KARNATAKA 
EXCISE (SALE OF INDIAN AND 
FOREIGN IN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 


(As amenced by GSR 90, dated 22-2-1969; GSR 216, dated 13-6-1969; GS. 
403, dated 19-11-1970; GSR 273, dated 3-8-1972; GSR 159, dated 19-6-1975; 
GSR 344, dated 14-10-1976; GSR 409, dated 23-11-1976; GSR 344, date: 
23-12-1976; GSR 149, dated 14-6-1978; GSR-152, dated 14-6-1978; GSR 312 
dated 16-10-978; GSR 327, dated 25-10-1978; GSR 145, dated 3/8-5-1979;G 
96, dated 24-4-1980; GSR 191, dated 28-6-1980; GSR 35, dated 6-2-1981; C: 
121, dated 11-5-1981; GSR 140, dated 20-6-1983; GSR 144, dated 24-6-1983: 
GSR 292, dated 16-12-1983; GSR 32, dated 24-1-1984; GSR 277, dated 
30-11-1984; GSR 214, dated 1-8-1986; GSR 20, dated 17-1-1987; GSR 80, dated. 
25-3-1987; GSR 140, dated 29-6-1987; GSR 294, dated 9-11-1987; GSR 152, 
dated 24-6-1988; SO 1380, dated 11-8-1988; GSR 173, dated 13-9-1989; GSR 18. 
dated 25-9-1989; GSR 16, dated 6-2-1990; GSR 25, dated 15-3-1991; GSR 39, dates. 
21-2-1992; GSR 84, dated 7-5-1992; GSR 74, dated 15-4-1993; GSR 93, dated 
30-4-1993; GSR 182, dated 20-9-1993; Notification No. FD 22 PES 93(i), dated. 
9-5-1994; GSR 105, dated 5-7-1994; Notification Nos. FD 10 PES 95(i), dateri 
31-5-1995; FD 12 PES 95(iv), dated 29-6-1996; FD 325 EDC 95, datec 
13-2-1997; GSR 67, dated 7-6-1997; Notification Nos. FD 18 EDC 97(1), dated 
18-10-1997; FD 7 PES 98(i), dated 18-6-1998; FD 3 PES 99(iv), dated 9-6-1999; 
FD 9 PES 2000, dated 23-6-2000; FD 12 PES 2000, dated 24-6-2000; FD 9 PES 
2000, dated 18-11-2000; FD 23 PES 99(2), dated 18-11-2000, FD 2 PES 2001, 
dated 22-2-2001, FD 15 PES 2001, dated 4-7-2001; FD 13 PES 2001(4), dated 
13-7-2001; FD 15 PES 99(i), dated 24-6-2002; FD 18 PES 2002, dated 29-6-2002; 
FD 15 PES 99(i), dated 23-8-2002; FD 20 PES 2002, dated 1-4-2003; FD 22 PES 
2002, dated 22-4-2003; FD 9 PES 2003(5), dated 5-6-2003; FD 16 PES 2003(i), 
dated 30-6-2003; FD 14 PES 2003(i), dated 30-6-2003; FD 2 PES 2004, dated 
3-2-2004; FD 36 PES 2003(5), dated 23-2-2004; FD 06 PES 2006(7), dated 
19-6-2006; FD 09 PES 2007, dated 29-6-2007; FD 17 PES 2007, dated 12-2-2008; 
FD 01 PES 2008, dated 25-3-2008; FD 3 PES 2008, dated 22-11-2008; FD 7 PES 
20080), dated 15-1-2009; FD 17 PES 2009, dated 3-8-2009; FD 08 PES 2013, 
dated 27-8-2013; FD 03 PES 2014(1V), dated 28-2-2014; FD 14 PES 2013, dated 
9-6-2014; FD 06 PES 2011, dated 1-8-2014; FD 09 PES 2014(1), dated 15-12-2014; 
FD 02 PES 2015, dated 15-4-2016; FD 03 PES 2015, dated 28-5-2016; FD 11 PES 
2016, dated 23-6-2016; FD 12 PES 2015, dated 30-6-2016 and FD 17 PES 2015, 
dated 4-11-2016.) 

GSR 7.--In exercise of powers conferred by Section 71 of the Karnataka 
Excise Act, 1955 (Karnataka Act 21 of 1966), the Government of Karnatake, 
hereby makes the following rules, the draft of the same having beer 
previously published, as required by sub-section (1) of Section 71 of the sai 


1. Publishedinthe Karnataka Gazette, dated 11-1-1968 vide Notification No. HD 73 ELF 67, 
dated 4-1-1968. 
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UL AS AL» CMU WS MRR A 
on the premises.-—Under these licences granted in Form 
lHquor in sealed bottles to any person in a quantity less than 
3 liye is prohibited. 


Xi 


ent, Secretary or Manager or any other person entrusted with 
“of the business of the club shall apply and obtain licence in 
n the Deputy Commissioner. The licensee under this clause 
to four additional counters for serving liquor for the 
he members within the licensed premises with the approval 
Commissioner.] ಜಳ 

mal. licences. ~ These licences in Form CL-5 are issued for the 
- the refreshment stalls in connection with race meetings, 
ents and other such public gatherings to be drunk on the 


ncea.- These licences shall be granted in Form CL-6 by the 
ugioner of the district with the previous sanction of the Excise 
x. when the circumstances are such as not to alow of the issue 
vf the above descriptions, on such terms and conditions and 
, a5 he may on each occasion determine. 


“Hotel Licences. Licences under this clause shall be granted 

“ommissioner in Form 6-A to Star hotels for possession arid 

,. rhe licensees under this clause may serve liquor to the 

¢ xnoms anid open more than one counter for the convenience 
and boarders within the licensed premises with the approval 

ommissionet. - 

‘Star Hotel’ means the hotel recognized as such by the 

nm, Government of India.] 

x and Boarding House licences. 

nce under this clause shall be applied for and obtained in 

CL-7 from the Deputy Commissioner. 

‘5 liquor under this Licerice shall be sold to persons other than 

se accommodated in the licenced hotel and boarding houses 

nd their guests and casual visitors who take meals in such 

sf 


ಫces.! 


» the figures and word "0.180 litres” by Notification No. FD 03 PES 2015, 
15, we, 28-5-2016 

itted by GSR 16, dated 6-2-1990, w.e.f. 6-2-1990. 

4) substituted by Notification No. FD 02 PES 2015, dated 15-4-2016, wef. 


inserted by Motification No. FD 18PES2002, dated 29-6-2002, w.e.f. 1-7-2002. 
‘substituted by GSR 16, fated 6-2-1990, w.e.f. 6-2-1990. 
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- onsuch other conditions as the Excise Commizsioncr may from time tc time. 


hotel and boarding house is having a minimum of thirty double rooms ‘» 
corporation areas and twenty double rooms in other areas: 


Provided further that the licences granted under this clause for the ec 
year 2001-2002 shall be allowed to renew the licences under the rule exist 
prior to the commencement of the Karnataka Excise (Sale of Indian ar: 
Foreign Liquors) (First Amendment) Rules, 2002} 


Provided further more that in respect of Hotels and Boarding Hic 
leased by the Karnataka State Tourism Development Corporation to pz 
persons, firm or companies on renovate, operate, maintain and trans 
(ROMT) basis, while granting or renewing the licenses under this clause, 
Excise Commissioner may relax the condition regarding the minirn 
requirement of thirty double rooms in Corporation areas and twenty doutle 
rooms in other areas.] 


.3(7-A) Tourist Hotel Licences.~ These licences may be granted 
Tourist Hotels situated in places other than Cities and managed by 
Tourist Development Corporation of the State Government or the Ce 
Government for the possession and sale of Indian liquor (other than arracx 
or Foreign liquor or both for supply to residents ox for removal to ‘ko: 
private rooms in the Tourist Hotel in which tourists stay or to reg; 
boarders for consumption within a specified area in the licenced premisas 0? 
the tourist hotel or boarding housc sct apart by the management fox 
purpose and approved by the Deputy Commissioner of the District in For 
No.CL-14 on such terms and conditions as may be apecified in the liconce 2 


specify. 


“[(7-B) Tourist Hotel Beer Bar Licences. These licences may be granizd 
to Tourist Hotels S[x x x x x] managed by the Tourism Developmen: 
Corporation of the State Government or Government or Central Governmen 
for the posscssion and gale of beer for supply to residents or for removal iw 
thelr private rooms in the Tourist Hotel in which tourists stay or to regular 
boarders for consumption within a specified area in the licenced premises 0: 
the tourist hotel or boarding house set apart by the management for tx 
purpose and approved by the Deputy Commisioner of the Dietrict in Fora: 
CL-15, on such terms and conditions, as may be specified in the licence anc. 
on such other conditions as the Excise Commissioner may, frorn time to tire. 


specify.] 


Provisos uxserted by Notification No, FD 18 PES 2002, dated 29-6-2002, w.e.f. 1-7-2002 
Third proviso inserted by Notification No. FD2 FES 2004, dated 3-2-2004, w.e.f. 3-2-200... 
Sub-rule (7-A) inserted by GSR 159, dated 19-6-1973, w.e f. 28-6-1973. 

Sub-rule (7-B) inserted by GSR 35, dated 6-2-1981, w.e.{. 6-2-1981. 

The words “situated im places other than cities” omitted by GSR 121, dated 11-5-1931, 
wef. 13-5-1981. - 


KE 
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ICE. (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 R.1(3) 
NN EU LIU) RULES, 1968 RI) 


Notification GSR No. 479 in Part IV Section 2C(i) of the Kamataka 
rz, Extraordinary, dated 26th October, 1967, namely. — 


e, application and commencement. —(1) These rules may be called 
<anataka Excise (Sale of Indian and Foreign Liquors) Rules, 1968. 


{2} They shall apply to the sale of Indian liquor {x x x x x} and Foreign 


“hey shall come into force at once. 


CASELAW 
blic interest petition filed under Article 32 not entertainable as it i 
io enforce Directive Principles under Article 47. ' 


ting drinks and of drugs which are injurious 


public spirited persons’, — B. 
a Bhat v Union of India, (1990)3 SCC 65. [Articles 32 and 47] 
nake the State accept a particular policy — Not the function of Article 32. 


petition under Article 32 is that the policy of prohibition is not being 
nerted as enjoined by Article 47 of the Constitution. Article 47 of the 

tion, which is part of our Directive Principles of Staie policy 
: that the State shall regard the raising of the level of nutrition and the 


ಕ್‌ 


ft K - 
R.30-A) KH. (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIJUOKS) RULES, 196. 58 
ಲರ) ಗಟಟ, 1೨ ರಿ 


standard of living of its people and the improvement of hi es 
among its primary duties and, in particular, the State shell 2. 
bring about prohibition of the consumption except for mec 
of intoxicating drinks and of drugs, which are injurious to 
47 is in Part IV of the Constitution which contains Directive 
the State Policy, Article 37 enjoins that the provisions 0 
not be enforceable by any Court, but the principles therein! 
nevertheless fundamental in the governance of the cour. 
be the duty of the State to apply these principles in making 
be borne in mind that Article 32 of the Constitution gives 
Court the power to enforce rights which aze fundamenta 
mental rights are justiciable, directive principles are n 


nus ox priorities ay 
conflicting claims 
priorities should be debated. To make the State accept a par 
desirable and necessary as the policy might be is not the functios 
of the Constitution. Article 32 of the Constitution is not the n 
bees in the bonnet of ‘public spirited persons’. — B. Krishna Bha: 
India, {1990)3 SCC 68. [Articles 32, 37 and 47 of the Consttuticsi. 1 


2. Definitions. -~In these rules, unless the context otherwise requiy 
(a} “Act means, the Karnataka Excise Act, 1965; 
({b) “Foreign Hquor” means liquor other than Indian liqncs, 
{¢) “Form” means a form appended io these rules; 


(d) “Indian liquor” means all liquor defined as Indian i quer inthe 
Act, {xxxxx] 


(¢} “Licence” means a licence issued under these ru les; 


(0 “Licensee” means, a person to whom a licence is issvisc 

[5 “Year” means the year commencing on the first da. 

3. Licerices, ~ Licences for the vend of [Indian Liquor (other 

or Foreign liquor or both shall be of the following descriptions, 
(xxx 

 UA)xxxxx] - 

LLL 

1. The words “other than arrack” omitted by GSR 273, dated 3-8-1972, w. 

2 Substituted for the words “Indian Linn” hu CSR 974 dated 2.8107 


wemuises:] 
tat no licence under this sub-rule shall be granted in any 
y residential area.} 


ners licences.--(a) These licences shall be in Form CL-10 and 
for and obtained from the Deputy Commissioner of the District. 


i She licencee may De give sample bottles in respect of all consign- 
nents whether trade consignments or the Property of private 
nersons, in order that intending purchasers may have the oppor- 
- unity of testing high class wines or spirits at their own houses 
ವ್‌ fore the auction sale. € 


ict ‘She licensee is authorised to sell the [Indian liquor (other than 
aztack)] or foreign liquor or both in less quantities than whole 
“lozens of each description in the case of sales by auction of the 
property of private parties or cotates, or of trade consignments 
which are alleged or otherwise unmerchantable. 

7: “Tne licensee is authorised to sell by auction at places specified in 

‘ae licence. 


eibutor licence.—~(a) A licence under this clause shall be 
he Excise Commissioner for the whole of the State or any part 
alin the products of all distilleries or breweries or wineries in the 
vr liquor from outside the State for the purpose of distribution 
tha State or part thereof or to export liquor outside the State. 
shall establish such number of depots in different parts of the 
dse Commissioner may specify in this behalf. 

cence under this ciause shall be issued only to such company 
ntrofled by the State Government as it may specify. 


i+ nce shall be in Forin CL-11 and shall be subject to renewal each 
etion of the Exase Commissioner. 


isa Commissioner may also permit the licensee to sell foreign 
d from outside India.] - ‘ 


tributor licence to sell foreign liquor. —(1) A licence shall be 
he Excise Commissioner for the whole of the State or any part 
secily import foreign liquor from outside India or to import 
fron other authorised agencies outside the State of Karnataka 
a tor the purpose of distribution of sale within the State of 
2s the case may be. 


ted by GSR 74, dated 15-4-1993, w.e.f. 1-7-1993. 
lox the words “Indian Liquor” by GSR 273, dated 3-8-1972, w.e.f. 4-8-1972. 
11) substituted by Notification No. FD 16 PES 20081, dated 30-6-2003, w.e.f. 


“A)Yinserted by Notification No. FD 15 PES2001, dated 4-7-2001, w.ed.1-7-2001. 
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> seized or confiscated under the Karnataka Excise Act, 1965 and Rules fra 


ep AC MALEIE WUC US CAUSE SNAIL DE Issued OnLy to such com 
owned or controlled by the State Government and which possesses an au 
risation or import licence granted by the Government of india to irapore 
foreign liquor as specified by the Government. 


(3) The licence shall be in Form CL-11A and shall be subject to renews 
each year at the discretion of the Excise Commissioner] 


I[(11-B) Licence to sell confiscated liquor.—(1) A licence under this clas 
in Form CL-11B shall be granted by the Deputy Commissioner, only to sx 
rpeniee owned or controlled by the State Government and specified by 
the Government for possession and to sell in retail to any person of the E:: 


thereunder and found fit for human consumption.] 


3(11-C) Retail shop licence issued to Goverment Companies.--“i\ 
Notwithstanding anything contained in Rule 12, a licence under this ci 
in Rorm CL{11-C) shall be granted by the Deputy Commissioner, onlyto suc 
companies owned or controlled by the State Government and specified iy 
the Government, for possession and sale of liquor in retail shops with <2 
condition that such shops shall be exclusively maintained by them and shal! 
not be transferred and sub-leased to others. Consumption of liquor withi~ 
the licensed premised shall not be allowed under this category of licences.’ 


on payment of the licence fee specified in Rule 8 and on such terms an 
conditions as may be specified in the licence and on such other conditions £5 
the Excise Commissioner may, from time to time, specify. 

(13) Arrack depot licence.—The Deputy Commissioner may, witk ts 
previous sanction of the Excise Commissioner, grant arrack depot licence £1 
Form C1-13, to a person who has obtained a lease of the right of retail vend 

*arrack for'stoage of bottled arrack of the approved sizes affixed with excis: 
lables obtained from the licensed warehouse or Depot, on payment ci 
specified in Rule 8, subject to the terms and tonditiorts specified in the li 
and on such other conditions as the Excise Comunissioner, miay specify oa: 
time to time.]] 

5{(14) Licence for running duty-free shop at Intemational Airport. —Licarcs 
for retail sale of foreign liquor to bona fide International Air Passenger 
transiting the $x x x] International Airport who are requircd to wait a 
es cccriides debt bunker; 


Clause (11-B) omitted by Notification No. FD 06 PES2011, dated 1-8-2014, w.c.f. 1-8-21 
Clause (11) inserted by Notification No. FD 14 PES 2003(), dated 30-6-2003, w.r.i. 


Sub-rules (12) and (13) inserted by GSR 273, dated 3-8-1972, w.e.f. 4-8-1972. 
Sub-rule (13) omitted by Notification No. FD 06 PES2011, dated 1-8-2014, w.e.£.1-8-2015 
Sub: (14) inserted by Notification No. FD 2 PES 2001, dated 22-2-2001, w.et. 


The word Bangalore” omitted by Notification No. FD 3 PES 2008, dated 22-11-200, 
w.edf. 22-11-2008. ' 


m೫ need Ne 
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K.E, {SALE OF INDIAN & FORFIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 R. 38-4) 


i(2-C) Licence to supply liquor on Board of Train engaged and run by 
m Development Corporation of State Government or Central 
ment. —(a) A licence under this rule may be granted to the Tourism 
aicpment Corporation of State Government or Central Government in 
1 ©1-7C by the Deputy Commissioner, Bangalore Urban District, with 
rior sanction of the Excise Commissioner for possession and sale of 
liquor or foreign liquor or both for supply to the bona fide travelers 
ling in the trains engaged and run by the Tourisn Development Corpo- 
of the State Government or ‘Central Government for consumption of 
within the train during its stay in the iimits of the Karnataka State 
to the conditions specified therein the licence. 
While applying for licence under this clause, the applicant shall 
application along with the fee specified in Rule 8 and due permission 
: No Objection Certificate granted by the competent Indian Railway 
orities to serve liquor on board of the frain.] 


D) Hotel and Boarding House Licenses owned by the person 
ging to Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes, — 


{a} A licence under this clause shall be applied forand obtained in 
Form CL-7D from the Deputy Commissioner; | 

(b} Noliquor under this license shall be sold to persons other than 
those accommodated in the licensed hotel and boarding houses 
and their guests and casual visitors who take meals’ in such 
places: 


-vovided that no licence under this clause shall be granted. unless the 


oration areas and ten double rooms in other areas.] 


Military Canteen Licences. —These licences may be granted to 
zy canteens for sale of {indian Liquor (other than arrack)] or Foreign 
‘oz or both to the members of the armed forces for their use only and shall 
i Form CL-8. 


-A) Military Canteen Stores Bonded Warehouse Licence. A licence 
this clause shall be in Form CL-8-A and shall be granted by the Excise 

sioner, to establish a military canteen stores bonded warehouse, to 
rt, export and store Indian made liquor (other than arrack) or foreign 
without payment of excise duty. The licensee shall supply or sell the 
liquor only after payment of excise duty to other military canteen 
within the State having CL-8 licence.] 


ಗಾಣ 


1. Susaale (7-C) inserted’ by Notification No. FD 01 PES 2008, dated 25-3-2008, w.e.f. 
Rs 


2. Sub mule (7-D) inserted by Notification No, FD 14 PES 2013, dated 9-6-2014, we. 
9-6-2014, 


and boarding house is having a minimum of fifteen double rooms in . 


R. 3(9)(b) KE (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 110: 


1{(8-B) Border Security Force or Para Military Forces Licen 
may be granted in Form CL-8-B to Border Security Forces oi 
Units for sale of Indian Liquor (other than arreck) ox F oreig: 
to the members of Border Security Force or Para Military t 
personal consumption.] 

39) Refreshment Room (Bai) Licence. 

{a} Aticenceunder this clause, for reiteshmeni rourm. [¢ 
Indian liquor combined with the supply of mesis 
shall be applied and obtained in Form CL-9 froin * 
Commissioner: : 


Provided that no such licence shall be granted by the Depuiy 
sioner unless he is satisfied that the refreshment roora (bar) 
following accommodations and facilities. — 

3} akitchen with sufficient accommodation either v» 
fan or proper ventilator. The customers shalinot 
kitchen to go the toilet. Passage to the toilet shail 1 
from the kitchen; ' 


(i) a separate room (Dining Hall) for serving the 

with meals or eatables for consumption. The 

: dining shall be so provided that not more then « 

shall be accommodated in a built in floor area 

(10x10) with a minimum of four feet space 
tables for the movement of customers and se 


the total area of the HallfHalls fo: dining shal : 65 
tian 400 Sq, ft: 


Provided further that in case the licensee desired to shift ¢ 
premises to any other premises from the premises in which t 
existing on the date of the commencement of the Karnataka F 
Indian and Foreign Liquor) (Amendment) Rules, 1993, the above r 
shall apply without any relaxation.] ' 

°°) adequateseating arrangements; 

(iv) separate toilet with running water facilities for men end i 


(b) Nosaleof liquor for removal from the premises shall has 
ted under the Licence. No liquor shall be sold to p 


1. Sybrule (#B) inserted by Notification No. FD 12 PES 95(iv), dated 20. 


LS SN es ARS AANA UU GUY UL MLAS 4D GUC WUC 
s:spended. Therefore, it cannot be held that the servants are 
‘o> the crime and not the licensee. Section 29(b) of the Karnataka 
sufficient powers to the licensing authority to cance! the 
i of licence condition. Once the Competent Authorities have 
ncurrent finding of fact, this Court cannot exercise its 


sd orders. — Sint. Jayamma v The Commissioner of Excise in 
‘2lore and Others, 2003(5) Kar. Lj. 272. , KN 


~ Bar licence — Cancellation for unauthorised transfer of — 
s parting with ownership of business of running bar for 
as granted, and transfer becomes unauthorised attracting 
ation of licence, only if transfer has. been effected without 
ission of designated authority and without payment of 

isier fee — Act does not contemplate that licensee must himself 
2ak1g present on premises all time — He is not prohibited from 
‘aes through servant or agent — Power of attorney simpliciter 
ut to zanage business does not amount to transfer of business 
ess theve is finding that licensee has divested himself of 
usiness, Jicence cannot be cancelled — Cancellation of licence 
uch finding, held, amounts to wrongfully preventing licensee 
2 “m1 her business. 


1 Kamataka Excise Licences (General Conditions) Rules, 1967 
right of retail vend of liquor shall not be transferred by the 
with the previous permission of the Deputy Commissioner. 
des that in the event of death of the licensee during the 
cence, the Deputy Commissioner may, on an application by 
f the deceased with the previous sanction of the Excise 
‘wansfer the licence in their favour. Rule 17-B provides for 
es. Jt provides that in regard to licences issued for sale of 
oreign liquor or hoth, in Form No. CL-1 or CL-2 or CL-7 or 
axnataka Excise (Sale of Indian and Foreign Liquors) Rules, 
ty Commissioner nay on an application by the licensee and 
ment of transfer fee equivalent to the annual licence fee 


Dorr car 


with the prior approval of the Excise Commissioner, transfer 
uh favour of any person named by such licence, if such person is 
Lk nt of alicence. .... The State has the exclusive privilege and 


facturing and selling intoxicating liquor. Grant of a CL9 


venrter prescribed in the licence. Parting with the possession 
the business covered by the CL-9 licence would amount to 
nrivilege and licence and such an act without the permission 
; authority, will be legal and violative of the terms of licence. 
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” to apply for licence every year. Mere execution of a power of attorney by 


but runs the business through a servant or an authorised agent, (tha is 


lege or permission granted by the State to the licensee to sell - 


ly 4 SU AAAALDSG ACUOUD HUST UU LUMUUL Del UUy aul : 
servant or an agent to manage the business on his behalf, there is no illege 
or infringement of the conditions of licence. In fact clauses (b) and 

sub-section (1).of Section 29 contemplate the business of a licensee bein 
by any agent or servant with the express or implied permissio” or aut} 
of the licensee... A general power of attorney is executed as a mal 
convenience. By executing such a power of attomey, the exec 
[principal] provides for management of his affairsfbusiness/propertics, 
the agent. A power of attorney is normally cxccutcd when the executan: 
not personally able to attend to his affaire/business due to absence or due 
incapacity or other preoccupation. The acts of the agent are binding on th: K 
principal. In spite of the absence of the principal (executant) granting ths ” 


run a Bar and Restaurant. A company or firm or individual may own a cht 
of Restaurants all over thé country or State and may g:ant a powsi 5: 
attorney to an agent/employee to look after the day-to-day management az: 


licensee toa family member or employee or friend, cannotlead to suspens: 
or cancellation of the licence or refusal to grant or renew the licence. ..... 
Thus, only if it is established that the possession and control of the licenses 
business has been transferred to someone else, or that the licensee has nci 
retained any control over the licensed business, or where there is a transfer cf 
licence without permission, the licence will be liable to be cancelled. On the 
other hand, if the licensee continues to have control of the Licensed busincsc 


attomey holder) then there is no violation ‘of the terms and Conditions ct? 
licence, irrespective of whether the licensee lives in the city/place where the 


petitioner has parted with the possession of the licensed premises or ths 
control of the business to anyone else, in particular to the power of attorney 
holder. Nor has the licence been transferred by the petitioner to anyone 215£. 
The power of attorney was granted to a family member, even prior to the dais 
of the licence being transferred from the name of the petitioner's mother it: 
the petitioner. The petitioner obtained transfer of the licence from the naiz 
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__ KE {CALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULRS, 1968 YU. 305(b) 


nsit lounge reserved for such passcnger before resuraing their 
ail be granted with the prior sanction of the Excise Commissioner 
1-16 by the Deputy Commissioner of the District on payment of fee 
ad in Rule 8 and as such terms and conditions as the Excise 
ssioner may specify from time to time.] 
cireshment Room (Bar) Licence at Intemational Airporf.-— Licence 
clalise, for refreshment room (bar) for sale of Foreign Liquor or 
. “quot or both, corabined with supply of meals or eatables in. — 


‘1 an area common for the domestic and international air passen- 
gers and bona fide users shall be granted in Form CL+17; and 


an area exclusively meant for international air passengers shall be 
granted in Form CL-18; 


iemational airport, by the Deputy Commissioner of the District 
ed on payment of a fee as specified in Rule 8 and on such tems and 
coni'tnns as the Excise Commissioner may specify from time to time.] 


CASE LAW 
> ~ Sianding Circular No. 141, Para 3(c) — C.L. 2 Licence holder to 
e only from C.L. 1 Licence holder of his district; not permissible to 
from C.L. 1 Licence Holder outside the district — Explained. — 
mi Wines Stores and Another v State of Karnataka and Others, 1989(3) 
5. 


%) 


~ As amended by Karnataka Excise (Sale of Indian and Foreign 
(Amendment) Rules, 1997 — Distributor licence — Amendment 
y grant of — Provision restricting distributorahip to company 
‘ontrolled by State Government, validity of which has been upheld 


ks 4 Court, sought to be diluted and water down by making amendment, 
[3 appointment of more than one distributor for distillery, brewe: 

[ either for whole or part of State — Amendment made to null 

e udgment of Apex Court is Hable to be quashed. 


hi, CJ. and A.M. Farooq, ]., Held: In thc instant case whilc upholding 
ity of 1989 rules, the Supreme Court rejected all the pleas of the 
rers and distilleries of the IMFL which have been now made a 
pealing of the 1989 rules. Upholding the validity of the impugned 
d amount to setting aside of the Apex Court Judgment in Khoday 
s case. What the distilleries and manufacturers of liquor could not 
n a Court of law, they have clandestinely succeeded to obtain by 
the impugned rules. The impugned rules if permitted to remain on 
8 book would not only be contrary to the directions of the Supreme 
t would be a negation of the rule of law. The impugned rules have 
referred to any rcasonable basis or justification. The impugned rules 
7 unconstitutional, illegal, mala fide, initiated at the instance of the 
~urers and distilleries of IMFL is conspiracy with some bureaucrats 
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butalso against the general public interest resulting in huge losses 
the State Exchequer but to MSIL, admittedly a public undertak. 
Government Company. — K.V, Amarnath and Another v State of £a: 
Others, 1998(5) Kar. L.J..§2D (DB). 


Rule 3(2) — Constitution of India, Articles 226 and 227 — Af 
selling spurious and adulterated liquors made against licensee -- 
of licence in Form CL-2 pending enquiry into — Writ petition chy 
order of suspension of licence on ground that opinion formed by 
Commissioner that licensee was in possession of spurious and ac: 
liquor was without basis as the report of cheittical analyst does nc 
an harmful to consumers in liquor alleged to be spur: 
adulterated, seized from licensee — However, in view of fact thi 
formed by authority for suspending licence is based on prima faci 
and it for that authority to take note of Chemical Analyst's report 
enquiry, matter is not onc to be interfered with in exercise uf judi 
= Direction, however, lies to authority to complete enquiry withi, to 
months, 

B.S. Patil, ]., Held: This is not a case of cancellation of licen : af 
suspension of the licence pending enquiry. The opinion forms 
Deputy Commissioner, as is evident from the impugned order, is 


Rule 3(2) — Constitution of India, Articles 226 and 227 — Retsil shop 
licence — Breach of terms and conditions of — Cancellation of licence f 


licensed premises — Whether to compound offence or to cancel Kc 
matter of discretion of authority — Where authority has chosen to 
licence on basis of such finding, decision of authority cannot be inter‘erz: 
with in exercise of writ jurisdiction. " 


It reveals from the specific finding given by the Commissioner 
that it is a fact that the duplicate liquor and the non-duty paid licy 
found in the storeroom belonging to the CL-2 licensed premises. 1 
to make a distinction that the same was few meires away from the 
premises does not hold much water. Whether to compound the u 
cancel the licence is the subjective satisfaction of the Deputy Com 
whois the licensing authority has passed a well-considered order di 


y concession which is granted by the State for export sales 
¢5 is a matter of policy. Granting of such concession or 
ncession cannot make the rule itself manifestly arbitrary or 
ar violative of Article 14. AJ manufacturers and suppliers 

12 governed by the same rules and will, therefore, have to 
texas. AU persons who are similarly situated are similarly 
x unended nies. Therefore, there is no discrimination under 


urd 
‘s-Khoda; Di 
1 


ble, it carinot be considered as violative of Artide 14.— 
sttileries Limited etc. w State of Karnataka and Others, AIR 1996 SC 


SMe 
32) aud 434 — Liquor manufactured in State — Appointment of 

enicy as sole distributor of — Authority given to agency to 

Jie margins not exceeding 5% of sales — Loss of ) 


et ly Agency during stay of operation of rule pending disposal 
litigat “ince, under prevalent trade practice and also under 
wer x fer appointing Agency as sole distributor, such margin 


by vendees of agencies, its claim against manufacturing 
$ 0f margin money cannot be enforced, and its petition for 
yf manufacturing Company for not conceding demand is 
xd not bona fide. 


13-11-1989 by which MSIL had been declared as the sole 


tibuo- or in the State and it is clearly stipulated therein “that MSIL 
all be a1 o'charge reasonable margins not exceeding... 5% on sales 
Hun «", Reasonable masgin is a margin which the distributor 
lects frora she person to whom he sells. It is thus clear thut MSIL cvuld 
Uact n.momey from the wholesalers and retailers to whom liquor was 


ny is a manufacturer of liquor and MSIL was not selling 
1 itself clearly understood the Government letter to mean 
1 oxey was payable to it by the wholesalers. MSIL in its letter 
addressed to the Cotnpany made a grievance that the latter 
ect supplies of liquor to the wholesalers wluch acted as a 

wholesalers from purchasing liquor from MSIL because they 
nore. ... The claim made by MSIL against the Company on the 
{suvernzoent letter-dated 13-11-1989 is clearly misconceived and 
t bone fice. i-0 amount could be recovered from the Company on the basis 
this letter “{a+ all any amount could be recovered on the basis of that letter 
zould be cxiiy 10m the wholesalers and retailers to whom liquor had been 
z:ount claimed by MSIL is also disputed on the ground that as 


clus trac practice which is followed consistently, the margin ‘money is 
yabe xe vholesalers/retailers to whom liquor is sold and it is never 


id by 
yubie 
whey 0 
ದೆಸೇಡಿ 


“nanufacturer. I such a practice is prevalent, no amount is 
Company. Whether such a practice is prevalent or not isa 
0 and in the very nature of things such issues could not be 
mary proceedings in a winding up petition. — Mysore Sales 
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i its traditional sense. So long as the policy is not arbitrary or 


j — As amended on 13-9-1989 — Companies Act, 1956, 


Kar. LJ. 615B (DB). 


Rule 3{11(b) — As amended on 13-9-1989 — Companies Act, 1956, 
Sections 433(e) and 434 — Liquor manufactured in State — State Government 
appointing Agency as sole distributor of — Authorisation given to Agency 1c 
cvilect reasonable margin money on sales effected by it — Petition filed by — 
Company manufacturing liquor challenging validity of amended Rule, and 
order of Apex Court upholding ito validity and Gecin manufacturing 
Company to make good loss of margin money suffered by Agency on 
account of stay of operation of amended Rule pending disposal of litigation 
— Order of Apex Court is order in personam which is enforceable only agair:st 
Company which was party to litigation, and not order in rem, enforceable 
against other companies who were not parties to litigation — Herc: 
Company which was not Pu to litigation cannot be wound up for not 
making good loss suffered by Agency on account of stay of operation of 
amended Rule. ’ . 


The interim order passed by the Supreme Court was not an order in 721: 
butit was an order in personam. It is true that when the operation of the Rules 
was ordered to be stayed during the pendency of the appeals in the Supreme: 
Court the Company and several others took advantage of the same ever. 
though they were not parties before the Supreme Court because the 
authorities had been restrained from giving € to the Rules and no: 
because the order was passcd in rem. When the authorities did not implement: 
the Rules, the benefit accrued to all and sundry but the conditions which: 
were imposed by the Supreme Court while granting the interim order were 
operative only’ between the parties and not on others. Only Khoday 
Distilleries Limited and others who were parties before the Supreme Cour: 
were bound by those conditions and may be they were required to pay 
margin money/commission to MSIL in terms of the directions contained iz: 
para 21 of the judgment in Khoday Distilleries casc. Thc Company which vies 
not a party before the Supreme Court was ncither required to maintain it: 
accounts nor was it required to supply a copy of the same to MSIL and nor 
was it required to pay any amount thereunder to MSIL. Therefore, MSIL 
could not make a claim for the payment of any money from the Company on 
the basis of the interim order or the final order passed by the Supreme Cou 
in the aforesaid cases. — Mysore Sales International Limited, Bangalor: 7 
United Breweries Limited, Bangalore, 2005(6) Kar. L.J. 615C (DB). 


Rule 3(11(c}) — Constitution of India, Articles 226 and 227 — Wri: 
petitions filed praying to strike down Rule 3(11\(c) as amended Dy 
lotification dated 30-6-2003 as illegal and unconstitutional — Held — Sale 
of Liquor is neither a fundamental right nor a question of arbitrariness whick: 
can be questioned — When State intends to promote business through 
organised sectors, companies owned by the State, the granting of licences to 
MSIL cannot be held to be arbitrary — With regard to fixing of exhorbitan: 
fee in respect of private dealers, Government directed to conside 
representations of petitioners and to take decision to maintain uniformity in 
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mother to her name by making an application through the said power 
ney holder. Grant of a power of attorney by a licensee to a family 
ar, to manage the affairs or business of the licensee, cannot be 
ered as parting with the possession or transferring the control or 
erring the licence to someone else. The third respondent has completely 
2ked this aspect of the matter and has misconstrued the observations 
Court in Mahabala's case. . . . Hence, the petition is allowed. 


d during which she has been wrongfully prevented from carmyin p on 
isiness by the impugned order. — Geetha v State of Karnataka and Others, 


e 3(9}(a) and 3(9)(b) — Powers of Corporator — On his representation 
ior shop was ordered to be shifted — Such orders challenged — Both 
xcise Authorities rejected plea of petitioner — Held, appeal is cemanded 
[ ಸಸರ Commissioner and stayed impugned order found at 
A AMexure-), 


S. Patil, ]., Held: The Deputy Commissioner of Excise, had passed an 
er vermitting the petitioner to shift to the present place imposing a 


ing was liable to be recalled. Accordingly, petitioner moved to the 
sent premises. Respondent 3 herein whois a local rator insisted that 
petitioner should occupy some other premises. Objections were also 
iad by the members of the public, A report of the Deputy Superintendent 
lice was obtained. Based on the same, Annexure-] — order came to be 


ing, in view of the public nuisance likely to be caused and in the interest 
lblic peace...... Itis thus clear that the Tribunal has misdirected itself in 
cpreting Rule 5 of the Kamataka Excise Licences (General Conditions) 


ngofar as residential localities are concerned, if such localities are 
:gGiominantly inhabited by members of Scheduled Caste and Scheduled 
then no licence for liquor shop shall be granted. The Rule cannot be 
meted as to lay down a total embargo for complete prohibition for 
ing such licence in any residential area....... The matteris remanded to 
cise Commissioner for fresh consideration. ., .. The Court find it just 
appropriate to direct the Commissioner to dispose of the appeal 
ifiously, which will be subject to the result of the order to be passed by 
cise Commissioner. Until the disposal of the appeal, the order under 
iange Annexure-] shall stand stayed. — S.C, Srinivasa v The Conwmissioner 
{s2 in Karnataka, Bangalore and Others, 2013(2) Kar. LJ. 189. 


311). There is no manifest arbitrariness in prescribing a distributor 
2 which can be granted only to a company owned by the State and 
wvelling the manufacturer to sell their product to the distributor. 


t Aictrihnénr Hnemra $e nracoeihad smAdne Dela HUN ALLL 


li 


tion that in case any objections were to be raised, the order permitting - 


d holding that the petitioner has to shift the shop to another suitable . 


les, 1967, in as much as, the restriction contemplated in Rule 5 is that 


prescribing a distributor licence which can bs granted on:y t 
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other than the holder of a dishibutor licence. The rule prev’ 
distributor licence shall be issued only to suck company Ow 
by the State Government as the State Goverrament may speci 
licence, is only a licence to deal in liquor by sale and purchase 
activity is not something different from what is contemplate 
itself or in respect of which the rule making authority has Dee; 
the State. The mere fact that a monopoly of cistributor licence 
created, does not take the licence outside the: ambit of the A 
provides that the number of licences cart be repulated by the 
chooses to regulate licences by providing that the ficence 
only to a company owned by the State, it car.nut be said that 
something which is outside the purviow of the Act om t 
authority of the State under the Act. The test: of arbitrary act 
to executive action do not necessarily apply i0 delegated leg; 
that delegated legislation can be struck down, such legi 
manifestly arbitrary; a law which could ot be reasonab!s 
emanate from an authority delegated with the law-mak ns ; 
subordinate legislation raay be questioned under Article 14 : 
that it is unreasonable, ‘unreasonable not in the sense 
reasonable, but in the sense that itis manifestly arbitrary’. Arb 
a separate ground since it will come within the embargo of A: 
subordinate legislation must be so arbitrary that if would not 
confirmity with the statute or that it offends Article 14, Thou, 
fundamental right in a citizen to carry on trade or business in ii 
State underits regulatory has the power to prohibit absolutely” 
activity in relation to intoxicants, such as its manufacture, 
import, sale and possession; nevertheless when the State de: 
such a right or privilege to others, the State cenmot escape the rig 
14. But, while considering the applicability of Article 14 in su 
Court would be slow to interfere with the policy laid de 
Government for grant of licences for manufacture and sale of i: 
of the inherently pernicious nature of the commodity large : 
latitude should be. alowed to the State in detaining 
regulating manufacture and trade in liquor. Moreover, the 
for manufacture and sale in liquor, would essentially be a ma 
policy where the Court would hesitate to intervene and strike 
State has done unless it appears to be plainly arbitrary, irratior 
It has to be examined whether there is any manifest ari 


owned by the State; and in compelling the manufacturers to sell 
to the distributor. On the ground that distributor nay act 
capriciously and may purchase or not purchase liquor at iis ow 
Once the rules oblige the manufacturers to supply their produrt 
company holding the distributor licence, a corresponding duty 3 
distributor to place orders with the suppliers concerned whene sss wl 
for a particular product is received by it. 


13 — Retail shop -- Grant of licence in Form CL-2 for rumming of 
arg location -- remises where applicant intends to conduct 
hice vast be specified in application, and if premises is found 
can be granted — Consent of owner of premises, when 
:is not owner, is riot requirement for grant of licence — Once 
lord is obtained for issue of licence, his further consent is not 
mewal of licence every year — Licence granted cannot be 
evoked. »ecause landlord has chosen to withdraw his consent. 


sl, j, Held: The. licence has to be granted by the Excise 
the basis of fulfilling the requirements of the Act and the Rules 
ler. Though the requirement of any consent of the landlord is 
aly there, but for administrative convenience it has been 
e present case. Once the consent is obtained for, thence for 
uent period it is not necessary that such consent has to be obtained 
} of licence every year. Grant of licence cannot be regulated by the 
& ner of the premises. There is no provision under the Act or the 
{usal or-cancellation of the grant of licence or renewal in a 
sn subsequently the landlord changes his mind. The whim of the 
uid not determine the fate of the tenant. The question whether 
lil lease or tenancy in existence cannot be examined in the 
pe xnder Article 226 of the Constitution when a suit is also 


Kamataka Excise (Possession, Transport, Import and Export 
iles, 1967, Rule 4 — Licence in Form CL-1 to wholesalers — 
2 of licence —. Wholesaler to sell liquors only within area 
enca — Retailer holding CL-2 licence has necessarily to 
fxom oniy such. wholesaler who-has licence to sell within 
5 in Bangalore Rural District purchasing liquor from 
Bangalore Urban District whose CL-1 licence pcrmits him to 
ingalore Ruzal District as well — Such retailers are entitled to 
ot permits for transporting purchased liquor to their licensed 


als in Bangalore Rural District as well. In that view of the 
8 law laid down, the present petitioners are entitled to make 
ur: the said wholesale dealers. Since purchases in question of the 
-il be accordance with law, respondents are statutorily bound 


etiticnero 
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their licensed premises in terms of Rule 4 of the Karnataka 
(Possession, Jansport, Import and Export of Intoxicants) Rules 1 
provided all the other terms for issuance of such permits as contemple 
under law or complied with. — M. Venkataramaiah v State of Karnataie «15 
Others, 1996(5) Kar. L.J. 579. 


Rule 43) ~ Karnataka Excise Act, 1965, Section 71 — Kamataka Sci 
(Sale of Indian and Foreign Liquors) Rules, 1968 — As amended in 1997 
effect from 1-7-1992 — Licence — Application for grant or regrant of — 
requiring application to be accompanied by up-to-date Sales Tax Clea 
Certificate issued by Department of Commercial Taxes as condition 
considering application — Rule, held, is beyond rulc making power 05 
Government and is unenforceable, as levy and collection of sales tex is ac: 
one of purposes to be achieved under Excise Act. 


R.V. Raveendran, ]., Held. —Firstly, levy and collection of sales tax is nc: 
one of the purposes sought to be achieved under the Excise Act. Second!y, Jr 
Karnataka Sales Tax Act does not provide that a licence holder under 3 
Excise Act should not bé a defaulter of salcs tax for the purpose of gr 
licence under the Excise Act. Thirdly, neither the Sales Tax Act nor the ? 
Act define whats a Sales Tax Clearance Certificate. .. . Itis declared tha 
43) of the Rules is beyond the rule making power of the State Goveriur 
and it is unenforceable. Rule 4(3) of the said Rules is hereby struck down. 
Consequently, the Authorities enforcing excise laws will not bc entitice + 
insist on production of Sales Tax Clearance Certificate as a condition fo 
accepting an application or for granting licence under the Karnataka £: 
(Sale of Indian and Foreign Liquor) Rules, 1968. — Bhanu Liquor Sk:p, 
Banuvalli, Harihar Taluk v State of Karnataka and Others, 2000(5) Kar. L.}. 53, 


1[4-A., Registration of Application. —(1) The Excise Commissione: 5° 
Deputy Cowmissioner, as the case may be, shall register every applicator. 
immediately on its receipt in the register preocribced. If the application d 
not contain the prescribed particulars or otherwise is not in order, the Ex 
Commissioner or Deputy Commissioner shall return such application to the 
applicant for re-submission under a written endorecment. If the appiiccsr 

to re-submit such application within fifteen days from its roccipt fram: 
the Deputy Commissioner such application shall be deemed to have ba: 


(2) Every application received under sub-rule (1), shall be entered ix tx: 
register prescribed and shall be allotted a registration number in the serizl 
order specifying the time and date of its receipt. 

(3) The Deputy Commissioner shall consider and dispose applicaticss 
received under sub-rule (1), having regard to their date or receipt] 


1 Rule4-A inserted by GSR 16, dated 6-2-1990, w.e.f. 6-2-1990. 
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rf charging licence fee between private owners and the 
owned cornpanies. ' 


Ramesh, ]., Held: In view of the legal position and also. since it 
arious other cases that sole of liquor is neither a fundamental 
tion of arbitrariness which can be questioned, and also when 


through MSIL, cannot be held to be bad. ..... Insofar as 
“ence fee.as per Rule 8 of the Rules is concerned, of course, in the 
d, for CL-2 licence it is charged at Rs. 1 lakh for MSIL, i.e., State 
any’s licence holders, whereas, for individual licensees it is 
atRs.7 lakhs and odd within the City Municipal Corporation. 
‘e adopted by the State does not stated to reason as to why such 
ias to be enhanced when both CL-2 private licence holders as 
‘© owned companies are to run similar business and also when 
usly, by a Rule, it has fixed the minimum margin profit of 10% 
“wrhjch wae fixed earlier, In the circumstances; it 1s for the State to 


the petitioners to give representations to the Government so that 
znent shall take decision to maintain uniformity in the matter. 
ot that the private dealers would takc over the public company 


s. However, without quashing the rules framed in 2007, the 
t shall consider the representations of the petitioners to maintain 
n the matter of charging licence fee since it appears to be causing 
un the business and also to cke out their livelihood. Since from 
ihe licence fee would be enhanced/revised, when the margin of 
been reduced from 20% to 10%, such a revision must be 
te to the business and the profit thereon. ..... Further grievance 
‘oners is, there is no provision for grant of fresh licences under 
e Rules as per the policy-made by the State on 3-9-2003 in not 
fresh licences, But, subsequenitlyit has taken a decision to grant 
cences to MSIL, the State owned company. However, once again 
p ‘ox this is, the decision of the Apex Court in M/s. Khoday Distilleries 
-intited « cese and also the decision in Nashirwar v State of Madhya Pradesh and 
2faers, 1975 5C 360 : (1975)1 8CC 29, wherein the Apex Court has held 
z Sate has the exclusive right and privilege of manufacturing and 

{+ can auction licences for carrying on business of selling liquor 

i hag no fundamental right to do business in liquor. ..... Itis 
of the purpose of regulation is to raise revenue to the State by 
ences to the State owned companics and while cxercising 
x privilege, the State fclt it proper to give more number of licences 
suwued cuntpany to regulate business in liquor. Although a policy 
iin during 2003 to restrict issuance of CL-2 and CL-9 licences. 


- the charging of licence fee to various places as indicated in Rule 8 “ 


such, there is no rationale in fixing exorbitant fee in respect of - 


R. 4(3) KH. (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 


State as limited revenue would be generated in case of private CL 
licence holders since the margin profit is fixed. For the purpose of ge: 
revenue, when the State has taken a decision to give more mamber : 
licences to the State owned companies, that cannot be said 
discriminatory or arbitrary and no quota could be fixed for iss 
licences to the Government owned companies by the Commissioner 
and it applies only to private individuals. — B. Murtin and Others 
Karnataka and Others, 201143) Kar, LJ. 16. 


1[3-A. Licensee to purchase liquor only from notified depots ox tu 
Distributor Licensee. The Excise Commissioner shall notify from & 
time the area of operation and jurisdiction of each Depot of the Dist 
Licensee for the purpose of sale of liquor to the licensees whose she 
located in such notified area. Any person holding a licence in For 
CL-4, CL-5, CL-6, CL-6A, CL-7, 4CL-7D], CL-9, CL-14 or CL-15, 
CL-17 or CL-18] issued under these rules shall purchase liquor only i 
such notified depots of the Distributor Licensee] .. 


4. Application for licence. —{(1) Any person deciring to cbtain. - 


(a) adistributor licence or a distributor licence to sell foreigri 
shall make the application to the Excise Commissioner; 


(h) any licence other than distributor licence and distributor 
to sell foreign liquor shall make the application to thz 
‘Commissioner of the concerned district where the licence 
be sanctioned in Form CL-1A.] 


(2) The application shall contain the following particulars narnely.-- 
(i) Nameand address of the Applicant; 


(ii) the applicantis a company or a firm, the names and addr 
of all the Directors or partners of the company or firm; 


(iii) Location of the premises where the applicant intends to coma xt 
the business under a licence; 


S{(iv) Ifthe sale is in miore than one district, the names of districts.} 
53) xxx xx] 


ಇ 


Rule 3-A substituted by Notification’ No. FD 06 PES 2006(7), dated 19-6-2005, 7. 
Inserted by Notification No. FD 14 PES 2013, dated 9-6-2014, wef. 9-6-2014 
Substituted for the word, letters and figures “or CL-15” by Notification No FD3F 
dated 22-11-2008, wed. 22-11-2008. Oo 

Suprise (1) substituted by Notification No. FD 15 PES 2001, dated 4-7-200%, wr. 


mm 


ಹಿ ಅಭ, 


'y such application shall be made at least one month before the 
“he licence already grented: 


3 


4 that the Excise Coramissioner or the Deputy Commissioner, as 

be, may accept and consider any such application made after 

ic period of one month, if he is satisfied that the applicant had 
32 for not making the application within that period. 


ences granted prior to the first of July, 1999 may be renewed at 
cn of the Excise Commissioner or the Deputy Commissioner, as 
v be on paymentof 50% (fifty per cent) of the fee prescribed under 

ct of the entire period for which licence was not granted, for 
£ maintaining continuity of the licences: 


3 dat while renewing the licence under this sub-rule the Deputy 

or the Excise Comnissioner, as the case may be shall ensure that 
ex of licences granted or renewed do not exceed the quota fixed in 
k of each kind of licence for an area] 


CASE LAW 
‘— As amended by Karmataka Excise (Sale of Indian and Foreign 
acond Amendment) Rules, 2000 — Licence — Grantor renewalof 
¢ granted or renewed for whole excise year, and not for fraction 
— Renewal of licence for only three months after collecting 
whole excise year, ‘held, bad in law. 4 


1 dispute that the authorities have no power to renew the licence 
up period. When the Rule provides that the licence has to be 


¢ only for a period of three months after collecting the licence 
ale year. The respondents- authorities have no right to collect 
¢e for a break up period under the Act. When they have no right 

cence fee for a break up period, they have no right to grant 
oeak up period, In other words, there is no justification on the 
ondents to collect the licence fee for the whole year and grant 
a period of three months only. — S.N. Chinappa v State of 
Jthers, 2001(5) Kar. LJ. 234, 


: Yetitioners prayed for writ of mandamus directing respon- 
lapsed licences by accepting 50% of prescribed licence fee for 


pe 


re 


to 1-7-1999 may be renewed on payment of 50% of fee 
er Rule 8 of. Rules in respect of lapsed period — Petitioners 

CNSR ANG 
artud by Notification Wo. FD 12 PES 2000, dated 24-6-2000, w.e.f. 24-6-2000. 
1 9 iMotificatlon No. FD 06 PES 2006(7), dated 19-6-2006, w.e.£. 1-7-2006. 
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Rule 5-A{3) not applicable to them — Demand notice issued by authcr: 
calling upon petitioners'to deposit entire arrears of licence fee cannot be 
to be illegal or bad in law — Petition dismissed. 


Mohan Shantanagoudar, ]., 
would make it clear that the 
either before the Excise Comm 
case. may be, along with the licence fee prescribed under Rule 8 of the 
for renewal of licence. Rule 8 of the Rules prescribes specified fe: 
obtaining licence. Thus, the applicant shali have to pay the required li 
fee forgetting the licence renewed. Such an application shall be filed a 
one month prior to expiry of the licence already granted, However, the 
Commissioner or the Deputy Commissioner as the 


clear that if the licences granted prior to lst July, 1999, if lapsed, m 
renewed at the discretion of the Excise Commissioner or the D 
Commissioner as the case may be, on Payment of 50% of fee prescribed ~ 
Rule 8 of the Rules in respect of the lapsed period. The language used iv. Re: 
5-A(3) of the Rules is plain and un ambiguous. Hence, the said provision ra: 
toberead as itis. There isno scope for reading or interpreting the same in 
other manner than its plain meaning. Thus, as the petitioners have obiai 
licences after 1-7-1999 the benefit or concession provided under Rule 5 
is not applicable to them. The plain reading of the said provision mal 
dear that they are not entitled for the concession for payment of 50% of $3 
licence fee for the lapsed period. — Narasegowda v State of Karnatake a- 
Others, 2008(3) Kar, LJ. 74. 


1[5-B. Wholesale licences in Form CL-1 and Form CL-1 (Beer) not to i: 
renewed. Notwithstanding anything contained in Rule 5-A wholes, 
licences granted or renewed in Form CL-1 or Form CL-1 (Beer) in the 
2005-06 or earlier years shall not be renewed for the period commen 
from 1st July, 2006.] 


6. Restriction on the use of premises. —No premises shall be used fox ti 
sale of indian Liquor (other than axrack)] or Foreign Liquor oz both un 
is approved by the Deputy Commissioner of the District. } 


CASE LAW 
R.6 — Kamataka Excise Licenses (General Conditions) Rules, 1967 — Se 
Indian made Foreign Hquors — Licenced premises — Order to shit: 
premises — Opportunity of being heard ne before directing shifting. 
C.L. Kalappa v Deputy Commissioner (Excise), 1990(1) Kar. L].226: H.R 1990 Ka: 
689. 


1 
LLL 
1 Rule 5-B inserted by Notification No, FD 06 PES 2006(7), dated 19-6-2006, w.e.f. 19-6-200೨. 
2 Substituted for the word “Indian” by GSR 273, dated 3-8-1972, w.e.f. 4-8-1972, 
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೬ KE. (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 Rs 


4-3. Disqualification. —(1) A Person shall be disqualified from 
dking an application for obtaining or renewal of licence under these 
fhe.— 


{) has not paid the arrears of any excise dues in respect of liquor 
sold by re ; X i ak 


_ Ai) hasnotproduceda valid income-tax clearance certificate or has 
not produced any document in proof’ of filing the latest 
income-tax return before the Income-tax Department in respect 
of his income;] Ny 


{iii} is holding an office of profit under the State Government or 
- Central Government; ' 


(iv isaminor or an undischarged insolvent ar is of unsound mind; 

({v} has been convicted of any cognisable and non-bailable offence 
under any Act, or any offence under the Narcotic Drugs and 
Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985 and Medicine and Toilets 
Preparation (Excise Duties) Act, 1955, or an offence under 


Section 481, 482, 483, 484, 485, 486, 487 or 489 of the Indian Penal 
Code, 1860. ' 


£xplanation.—For the purposes of this rule, a company, firm or other 
’ corporate shall be deemed to have incurred the disqualification if the 


mpany, firm or other body corporate has incurred the disqualification. 


{Provided that the authority which grants or renews the licence may in the 
est of revenue and for any other reason to be recorded in writing relax the 
provisions of clause (i) and grant or renew the licence] 
person shall not be disqualified under clause (i) of sub-rule (1}if he 
riificate from a competent Revenue or Excise Officer to the 


may require such other parti- 
make inquiries for a 
and also such other inquiries as he 
or the Excise Commissioner, as the 
ಸ objection to grant the licence applied 
ಟಿ kd grant the licence on payment of the fee prescribed under Rule 8 
ch licence: » 


Rule 4B inserted by Notification No. FD 15 PES 99(i), dated 24-6-2002, w.e.f. 24-6-2002. 
2. Clause (ii) substituted by Notiflcation No. FD 15 PES 99(1), dated 23-8- 
deemed to have come ilo force w.e.f. 24-6-2002. ls ls 


Proviso inserted by Notification No, FD 15 PES 99( . dated 23-8-: leemed 
to have come Eto force w.ef. 24-6-2002. i ನಸಪ್ಲಾುರಾನ 


p Rule 5 substituted by GSR 344. dated 14-10-1076 ure ೧0 10 3೧: 


tson in charge of and responsible for the conduct of the business of such 


RS K.B, (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULE 


Provided that no such licence shail be granted by the 
sioner except with the previous sanction cf the Excise Comr 


Provided further that while considering thé applications it 
or CL-7D] licence, the Deputy Commissioner shall ensure tha 
ina position to provide good accommodation and facilities to 
the standard of refreshments, food and service ate provided 
Commissioner is of the opinion that the hotel ox the boarding bu 
conform to the minimum standard required for running a 
house or not suitable to grant licence, he may reject such appli 
reasons therefor] ‘ 


CASE LAW 


R.5 — Licence — Grant of. 


Jagannatha Shetty, ].— A rival trader has no right to b> 
considering an application for licence. The grant of licence 
Rules is not controlled by the population of the ares — 5 
Excise Commissioner, 1974(2) Kaz. LJ. Jr. 75 SRN. 287. 


Rule 5 — Original licence was issued — Writ seeking 
licence — Due enquiry followed -- Application for renewa 
for the year 2014-2015 filed — Deputy Commissioner ces 
petitioners to furnish copies of records of the building ss 
conversion order for diversion of the land over which the shon 2 
constructed — Deputy Commissioner did not exercise of ju: 
in him — Held, petitions are allowed in part and the Depu 
is directed to consider petitioners’ application for renewal of © 


Ram Mohan Reddy, ]., Held: Petitioners when issued with CL 
due enquiry and following Rule 5 of the Karnataka Excise (Sale 
Foreign Liquots) Rules, 1968, filed an application for transfer 2 
Kundapur to Udupi in the year 2009, whence Deputy Commis 
regard to Rule 23 of the Karnataka Excise Licences (General 
Rules, 1967 and Rule 5 over restriction of location of the shor: 
shifting to Udupi, Thereafterwards, on an application under 
Rules, licence was renewed for the years 2010-2011, 2011-201: 
2013-2014....... The fact that the Deputy Commissioner di 
jurisdiction vested in him under Rule 5-4 to dispose of 
application before 30-6-2014 is a clear indicator of denial of 
Hehe of renewal. Although leamed HCGP submits that ther: 
exercise of jurisdiction, yet again, 1 am afraid the very fact 
exercise jurisdiction vested in him before 30-6-2014 « 
non-exercise of jurisdiction vested in him, calling forth inte 
Saritha 5. Hegde and Another v The Deputy Commissioner, 
Manipal and Another, 2014(8) Kar, L.}. 365. ' 


Rs. 5,00,000 per year 
Rs. 400,000 per year} 


‘Jotel licences referred. 
at:se A of Rule 3 


iotels Beer Bar Licence 
tein clause (7-8) in Rule 3 


2 ty supply liquor on Board of 

gaged and mun by the Tourism 

ent Corporation of the State 

ment ov Ceniral Covermment 

aise (7-C) of Rule 3 Rs. 10,00,000/- per year] 
z1 aid Boarding House Licenses owned by the person 


xing to Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes specifled in 
7-D) of Rule 3, in the case of.— 


Rs. 30,000/- per year} 


Rs. 1,000/- per year] 


unicipal Corporation areas having 
iation more than 20 lakhs Rs. 8,50,000 per year 
fh: ar City Municipal Corporation 

೩ Rs. 7,50,000 per year 
Rs. 5,50,000 per year 


Rs. 5,00,000 per year 
Rs. 4,00,000 per year] 


een Licence referced 
of Ruled Rs. 250/- per year} 
teen Stores Bonded 
use: licence Rs. 1,25,000] 
security Force/Para Military 

p Rs. 100 per year] 


nent Room (Bar) Licence referred 
‘se (9) of Rule 3 in the case of.— 


ie by Notification No. FD 11 PES 2016, dated 23-6-2016, w.e.f. 1-7-2016. 
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nature of privilege fee specified in Section 24 of the Act subject to 


guidelines and procedure as the State Government may isste in this re 
‘om time to time] 


Nmap pr 


{ay SSLY MULLCIpA LUrpuranun areas 
having population more than 


20 lakhs Ra..7,50,000/- per . > 
(b} Other City Municipal 
Corporations areas Rs. £00,000/- per y+ - 
() city Municipal Council areas Rs. 5,00,000/- per v5 - 
(@) Town Municipal Council Areas/ 
: Yovm Panchayat Areas Rs. 400.000/- per yea 
{(¢} Otherareas ನ್‌ Rs. 400,000/- per + 


10. Auctioner’'s Licence 


11. Licence for retail sale of 
bottled toddy , Rs. 250 {- per yzar 


2 xxxxx xxx} 
113. xxx xx] 


314. (a) Licence for running duty-free 
shop at International Airport; and 
(b) Distributor licence to sell foreign 
liquor : Rs. 50,00,000/- per 3 a: ! 


1[15. Retail shop licence issued to is. 4,00,000 pez yezr; 
Government Companies 


5[16. Refreshment Room (Bar) 
Licence at International Airport 


K2Dxxxxx] 
TO) xxxxx) 
3[(4) The Excise Commissioner may demand payment of a sum ir 


Rs. 20/- per year 


Rs. 10,000/- per yezs 


Rs 12,50,000 per ಭಯ 


Item 12 oxnitted by Notification No. FD 03 PES 2015, dated 28-5-2016, wel. 28-5-2016 


Item 13 and Note of Rule 8 omitted by Notification Mo. ED 16 PES 2003(i), dated 30-6-20C.. 
wef. 30-6-2003. 


Item 14 substituted by Notification No. FD03 PES 2015, dated 28-5-2016, w.e.f. 28-5-2014. 

Item 15 substituted by Notification No. FD 11 PES 2016, dated 23-6-2016, wef. 1-7-201". 
Item 16 substituted by Notification No. FD 11 PES 2016, dated 23-6-2016, w.e.f. 1-7-201. 
Sub-rule (2) omitted by Notification No. FD 06 PES 201 1, dated 1-8-2014, w.e.f, 1-3 


Subonile (3) omitted by Notification No. FD 06 PES 2006(7), dated 19-6-2006, w. 


Sub-rule {4) inserted by Notification No. FD 16 PES 20034), dated 30-6-2003, we. 
30-6-2003. ” 
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me 


_._._ KE. (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 R. 8(1) 


— Karnataka Excise Licenses (General Conditions) Rules, 1967 — 
Ir.dian made Foreign liquors — Licenced Premises — Powers of 
Comnissioner to direct shifting from one place to another place 
regard to the public interest — Held, Power to direct shifting of 
is inherent in the Licencing Authority and it is part of the original 
ich is vested in Deputy Commissioner to approve a shop at the 
£ granting the licence — Explained. — C.L. Kalappa v Deputy 
ner (Excize), 1990(1) Kar. L.J. 226 : YLR 1990 Kar. 1689. 
uration of Licence. ~All licences other than “Special Licences” and 
onal licencos” 1(granted or renewed] shall be valid for the year or 
ncc is granted or renewed} on any date after the 1st Judy until 
iume thereafter: - . 


CASE LAW 

‘es 7 and 8 — Retail vend of liquor — Duration of licence issued in 
2 for — Duration is only for excise year for which it is issued — 
icence is required to be obtained by paying prescribed fee for 
uent year, and fresh licence so obtained is not expired licence renewed 
xe licensee had discontinued business after expiry of licence obtained 
for particular year and has applied for licence after gap of some years, 
Sees for years during which he had not obtained li , cannot be 
ad from him for issuing licence for subsequent year he has applied for. 


«x2 is no question of renewal of licence and, therefore, when an 

“on for licence is considered for a particular year, the Department 
recover licence fee for the earlier ycaro. In view of it, respondents will 
consider the petitioner's application for grant of licence for the year 
00 without demanding any amount as licence fee for the previous 
sn petitioner did not seek licence. — Narayana v State of Kamataka 
hers, 2000(5) Kar. L.J..30. 


; to be paid.-~(1) The licence fee for the several kinds of licences 
; follows, namely. — 


XXAKXX 


ik x xXx] 


7. Retail Shop Licence referred to in clause (2) of Rule 3 in the 


case of, — 
4} City Municipal Corporations having 
_ Population more than 20 lakhs. Rs. 6,00,000/- per year 


i serted by Notification No. FD 12 PES 2000, dated 24-6-2000, w.e.f. 24-6-2000. 

ried by Notification No. FD 12 PES 2000, dated 24-6-2000, w.e.f. 24-6-2000. 

iso omitted by Notification No. FD 9 PES 2000, dated 23-6-2000, wie.f. 1-7-2000. 
tess 1 to 12 substituted by GSR 191, dated 28-6-1980, w.e.f. 1-7-1980. 

austs 11) and (1-A) omitted Ly Nulificatiur Nu. FD 06 PES 200607), dated 156-1006, wel. 


R801) KE, (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS} RULES, 190 PR 


wr 


(b) Other City Municipal Corporations 
areas Rs. 5,00,069. : 


(¢() City Municipal Council Areas 


(d) Town Municipal Council Areas ox 
Town Banchayat areas 


(¢) Otherareas, 
3. Licence to Chemists and Drugpists Rs. 100 per yes: 
1[4, Licence to clubs referred to in clause (4) of Rule 3, in the 


(a) City Municipal Corporations ೩೯೭೩s 
having population more than 
20 lakhs 


Rs. 6,50,000 mer yo 

(b) Other City Municipal 
Corporation areas 

() City Municipal Council areas 

{4} Town Municipal Council or 
Town Panchayat areas 

(¢ Other areas 


25, Occasional licence referred to 
in clause (5) of Rule 3 


3{6, Special licence referred to 
clause (6) of Rule 3 


1{6-A.Star Hotel Licence referred to in 
clause (6-A) of Rule 3 Rs. 10,00,000 p 


5[7. Hotels and Boarding Houses licence referred to in clause {; 
Rule 3, in the case of.— 


(a) City Municipal Corporation areas having 


Rs, 5,00,000 per 
Rs. 400,000 pe 


po 


Rs, 10,000/- pe: 


Rs. 10,000 vez {2 , 


population more than 20 lakhs Rs. 8,50,000 pe: 
(b) Other City Municipal 
Corporations areas Rs. 7,50,000 per ver 


(c City Municipal Council areas Rs. 5,50,000 pe: vet 


Item 4 substituted by Notification No. FD 11 PES 2016, dated 23-6-2016, w.e.. 
Item5 substituted by Notification No. FD 09 PES 2007, dated 29-6-2007, w. 
Jem 6 of Rule 8 substituted by-Notification No. FD 17 FES 2015, dated 4- 


e issue is from bonded warehouse to licensed vendor. 
sc Aci, Sectior: 23(aa) — 1971(2) Kar. L}. 94, 


» — Rates of licerice fee — Whether arbitrarily fixed, exorbitant 
ical leading to annihilation of business — Party making 
ove with facts and Hgures — Court hesitant to intervene. 


3esu, ]., Held.—The petitioners have not in any of these 

ctual foundation to demonstrate the enhanced fee would 
ion of the petitioners’ business nor result in destruction of 
a regard should be had to the nature of trade and business 
the Goverament in such matters should-not be lightly 
cause grant oi licences for manufacture and sale of liquor 
ly oe a matter of economic policy where the Court. would 
vene and strike down what the State Government had done, 
5 to be plainly ezbitrary, irrational or mala fide. — Karnataka 
" Association (Regd.)’ Bangalore and Others v State of Karnataka 
} Kar. Lf. 214D 


~ Licence fee ~ Tayinent of, for sale of liquor — Licence fee 
e for each excis:- year — Rate to be determined on whether 
cn area or Muaicipal area on Ist July of each year — 
ed on 17-7-1992 declaring area as Corporation and 
on 5-10-1995 declaring the areas as municipal areas make 
y licence fee at the rate applicable to Corporation area for 
sars of 1993-94, 1994-95 and 1995-96, 


1. Held. — Since rmiier Rule 11 the licence fee for an excise 
'§ izom lst of July has to be paid in advance along with the 
refore the rate of licence fee will be governed by the fact as to 

[hdy of the concerned excise year, the area concerned was a 
or the Corporation area. If on such date the area was a 
the licence fee can be collected only by treating it to be 
‘The difference of iicence fee can be calculated by taking into 
of licence fee which was applicable to Corporation area only 
ars 1993-94, 1994-95 and 1995-96, — H. Ibrahim and Others v 
rid Others, 1996(5) Kar, LJ. 678B. 


d — Constitution Schedule VIL, List I], Entries 8, 51 & 62. 


¥ Noronha, J]. The licence fee levied under Rule 8(1) of 
ivilege of vetail vending of Indian and Foreign liquors, 
2s excise duty.on such liquors. The State Government has 
Actto make rsles providing for a levy which is notin the 
duly. 

the privilege of vending liquor does not come within Entry 
power to levy such licence fee cannot be deducted from 
h js a general legislative entry relating to production, 
rossessior, purchase and sale of intoxicating liquor. 


< 


vane p 
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to levy of licence fee on retail vending of Indian and Foreign liquors. A13 
1967 SC 1512, AIR 197] SC 152 & 1968(2) Kar. L.]J. 78 foll. ATR 1954 SC 


Rule 8(1) — As amended on 18-6-1998 — Licence fee — Enhancemcri 
— Whether axbitrary and exhorbitant — Licence fee is in natu : 
consideration for contract and is not in nature of any levy of fee or tw 
compulsory extraction — When Government proposes to lease out righ 
vend liquor, party concerned has option to enter into contract or not 
Fixation of feeis policy decision which cannot be interfered within exerctse «i 
extraordinary jurisdiction under Article 226 of Constitution. 


Fixation of fee is a policy decision which the delegative authority has “5 
exercise. In respect of the enhancement, if the entire history is examined, «n 
the face of it also cannot be said to be arbitrary. The licence fee is in the na 
of consideration for contract and not fee or tax or compulsory extractior 
aparty,,... Therefore, it is not a case where this Court should interfere v 
the extraordinary jurisdiction under Article 226 of the Constitution, — 
Karnataka Wine Merchants Association (Registered), Bangalore and Others v Ste:3 
of Karnataka 2nd Others, 1999(2) Kar. L.]. 612B. 


Rule 8(1} — As amended on 18-6-1998 — Licence fee ~ Re-fixatior. 
enhancement of ~ Classification of licensees on basis of area where : 
carry on business, whether within Municipal Corporations hav 
population exceeding 20 lakhs, or in smaller cities or towns or in rural ar 
lor 


charging different rates of fees — Classification, held, reasonable and 
violative of Article 14 of Constitution. 


R.8(1) — linposition of Licence Fee under Rule 8(1) tobe paid in respect’ 
the premises where the licensed shop is located — Such a licence fee does 
pertain to the sale ox manufacture — Such a rule is beyond the enab 
provision of Section 23(d). 
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KE (CALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1960 R. 8(5) 


ivilege fee for Distributor Licence shall mean and include the rate 
: determined by way of notification by the State Government from 
ime, at any time ina year: The Privilege fee fixed by the State 
ment shall be payabie by the Distributor Licensee io the State 
ment during the period of licence for the year with effect from lst day 
‘0 30th June thereafter.] 


[e 


CASE LAW 


Ele § — Indian Contract Act, 1872, Section 29 — Licence fee — 
cetnent and recovery of — Licensee paying existing fee and agreeing 
io ay fee as would be enhanced in accordance with proposal of Government 
— sed enhancement held in abeyance pending disposal of litigation 

licensees and Government — Agreement to pay enhanced fee, not 
veid for uncertainty as parties knew terms of proposed enhancement — 
Alverce of statutory provision to collect enhanced fee, not mlevent where papment 


the surrounding circumstances, It cannot be said that the parties 
ned could not give a meaning to the expressions used in these 
ank to state that what the enhancement could be and with reference 
period or the rate of enhancement and what the difference could be. 


aya specific provision under the statute may not be of much significance in 
ie pecause of the agreements entered into between parties and the naiure of 
x: fee being consideration for contract, Thus we are in the realm of contract and 
noi ser being exercised by any authority over the citizens under a statute such as 
in cise of collection of compulsory exactions like tax or fee. In such latter cases 
rily there ought to be a specific provision for collection of short levy, When the 

ies Rave agreed to pay the licence fee, as may be enhanced, the contention that the 
rep x:dents have no power to enforce such a clause in the absence of a specific 
rion in the statute is not tenable at all, It is clear that this is a case where the 


‘competence to charge or collect licence fee for parting with the 


petitioners accepted to carry on trade in liquor subject to the poticy of 
policy of the State has been explained in the budget presented to tl 
and after following the procedure under Section 71 of the Kain: 
Act relevant rules have been framed after inviting object 
concerned persons and the licence fee has been fixed usider + 
licence to be granted is in the nature of a con{raci, but even 9, 
thereof are prescribed under statutory rulés framed aiter px 
draft, calling for objections, considering such objections 
requirement of laying such rules in the legislature This kind 
which contains the terms laid down under statutory rules 
existence after following a hybrid procedure which is both cor 
statutory. Such contracts are not susceptible to the afi 
unconscionable to be invalid under the Con:ract Act. — 
Raju and Others v State of Karnataka and Others, 1996(5) ICar. 


Rule 8 — Legislature competent to charge licence fee for ; 
privilege to vend liquor — Licence fee is in nature of cui 
contract and not fee or tax or compulsory extraction from part 
applicable to delegated legislation regarding, tax ox fee not «vp: 
collection of licence fee. 


Itis no longer open to the petitioners to coniend that the leis: 


vend in Indian or Foreign liquor. Section 24 0f the Act coneists ox : 
namely, the introductory part that instead of or in addition to a 
or countervailing duty leviable under Sections 22 and 23, w 
parenthesis, and the operative part that the State Governmer 
payment of such a levy of licence fee or privilege fee as may be p 
consideration of grant of a lease or licence or both, by or un 
Section 24 as amended enables not only acceptance of certain ow 
in the form of fee called licence fee or privilege fee, but als 
licence or lease of the said privilege. Section 24 makes it clear 
Government may accept payment of 2 sum ox levy such 
privilege fee in consideration of grant of a lease ox licence or both. 
part with a lease or licence, consideration could be collected 
consideration could be collected under this provision for ihe 
granting licence or lease. What is provided under Section 2& is it 
of a consideration for contract and is not at allin the nature cf ary 
or tax or compulsory exaction from a party. When the Gover 
lease or licence on right to vend in Foreign/indiani liquor, the pa 
has a choice in the matter and there is no element of cornpulsio; 
all. Hence, the principles applicable to delegated legislation in r 
of fee or tax cannot be applied at all. — Karnataka Wine Merchant 
(Regd.), Bangalore and Others v State of Karnataka and Others, 19 
214A. . 


Ne Nee LAS ASS AAS as NAB A 
zum such date as the State Government may notify in this 
any Loitle of Llryuor vrhich is not affixed with the excise 
ie Excise Commissioner] 

«1 the case of bottle of beer a licensee may also store or sell 
in leu of excise adhesive lebels bear such number, marks, 
ssing in such manner as may be specified by the Excise 
‘ror time to thme on the approved labels of manufactures or 
bottle} 


tanding anything contained in sub-rule (1), in respeut uf 
rom outside the State; the distributor licensee, shall in lieu 
sive labels, affix Holograms on liquor bottles, with such 
a9 specified by the Excise Commissioner at his own costin the 
Warehouse Officer with effect from such date as the State 
notify in this behalf.] 

approval of biand labels of liquor manufactured outside 
person shall import and sell in Karnataka any Indian made 
zed outside Kamataka without the approval of such brand 
e Commissioner and fee for grant of such approval shall be 
usand per armium per label in case of Indian made liquor 
but excluding Wine and rupees ten thousand in case vf 
per label: 


aw approval shall be granted by tus Excise Comuissiuner 

¢l unless permission for manufacture of such liquors and 

218s granted by the competent excise authorities in the State 

qucr is manafactured: | 

ier that the provisions contained in Rule 15 of the Kamataka 
of Liquors) Rules, 1967 regarding the contents of labels shail 

dis apply t0 the brand labels of other State also.] 


parson shall irnport and sell in Karnataka any foreign liquor 
tside India without the approval of such brand labels by the 


‘-s, werted by GSR 173, dated 13-9-1989, w.e.f. 30-9-1989, 

é noes as sub-rule (1) by Notification No. 16 PES 2003(), dated 30-6-2003, 
he word “licence” by GSR 181, dated 25-9-1989. 
d:e vrord “Commissioner” by GSR 181, dated 25-9-1989. 
Rule 9-A inserted by GSR 108, dated 5-7-1994, w.e.f. 5-7-1994. 
erted by Notification No. 16 PES 2003(i), dated 30-6-2003, w.e.f. 30-6-2003, 
ed 0 Notification No. FD 9 PES 2000, dated 23-6-2000, w.e.f. 1-7-2000. 


the words , JUpess fifty thousand” by Notification Mo. FD 22 PES 2002, 
3 wef, 22-4-2003. 


the words "but excluding Wine and rupees twenty-five thousand in case of 
eldcetion NorD12 PES 2015, dated 2016 and shall be deemed to have 
wed, 1-7 


a0 by Notification No. FD 15 PES 2001, dated 4-7-2001, w.e.f. 1-7-2001. 


4. KL) PUBLICATION 


apply to the Excise Commissioner for approval of brand labels enclosi 
sets of labels of cach brand of label along with the challan for having paic t 
fee for approval of labels at the rate of Ifrupees twenty thousand in case 
liquor other than Beer and Wine and rupees ten thousand in case of Beer an: 
Wine] per annum per label: 


Provided that the provisions contained in Rule 15 of the Karnataka Exos> 
(Bottling of Liquors) Rules, 1967 regarding the contents of labels shall mu#eti5 
mutandis apply to the brand labels of liquor manufactured outside India: 


Provided further that in addition to the above details, a sticker shail b. 
affixed on the foreign liquor bottles containing name and address of ths 
distributor licensee to sell foreign liquor or import of forcign liquor in Indi:, 
in case such liquor is not directly imported by the distributor licensee.] 


10. Strength of liquor. --No forcign liquor {ox Indian liquor (othe: 
than arrack)] weaker in strength than 25° under proof will ordin 
be entered in the authoritative list issued by the Excise Comris 
sioner, referred to in Rule 9 or allowed to be sold under any 0 
licences granted under Rule 3 except under special licences, provid 
that in the case of gin the strength may be not less than 3[35° Under Proof] Bu 
the Government may authorise.the entry in the list and the sale of any speciz. 
brands of weaker strength, on being satisfied of their wholesomeness a= 
purity. 

11. Licence fee to be paid in advance.—The licence fee for all kinds £ 
licences shall be paid in advance along with application for the licensee. 3: 
case the licence is not granted the fee paid shall be refunded. 

CASE LAW 

Rules 11 and 3(2) — Licence fee — Refund of — Licence fee deposited b: 
applicant seeking licence in Form CL-2 to run retail shop is refundable :- 
applicant if licence is not granted to him — Claim for refund by third party, 
not applicant who deposited fee, is not maintainable. 

Under Rule 11 of IMFEL Rules, if the licence had not been granted, tha 
amount has to be refunded in favour of the person who deposited the 
amount. Since the present petitioner had not deposited the amount, he 


cannot maintain the petition for mandamus. .... The writ petition is nc: 


- maintainable and the authorities cannot be directed to refund the advanc 


amount to the petitioner. — M.L. Lingaraj v Staté of Karnataka and Other, 
2002(1) Kar. L.}. 175. y £ 


1. Substituted for the words “rupees twenty-five thousand” by Notification Mo. FD 14 PE 
2002, dated 29-6-2002, w.e.f. 1-7-2002. 

2 Inserted by GSR 159, dated 19-6-1973 and shall be and shall always be deemed to hare 
been inserted. 


3. Substituted for the figures and letters “350 U.P” by GSR 216, dated 13-6-1969, wei. 
26-6-1969. by 
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XE (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 REA 


gtiath Misra, C.J, M.H. Kania and Kuldip Singh, ]]., Held.— The Hi 
htly did not accept the challenge to Section 23(d) of the Karna 

Aci, 1965. What is authorised under Scction 23(d) is imposition of a fee 

ice in respect of manufacture or sale of any excisable articles. R. 8(1) 

viously gone beyond the enabling provision in the section by vequiring 
e fee to be paid for the premises where the licensed shop is located. 


i 


¢cedents for support for this conclusion. It may be possible for the 
e to make a statutory provision for a licence fee of the type 
ated under the Rules but without authority of the statute a Rule of 
¢ impugned should not have been made. We find no merit in this 
apvaz: ‘and it is, therefore, dismissed. — State of Karnataka md Others v V.S, 
Naya Swamy, AIR 1992'SC 151 (FB). 


Neue 8(1).~ Requiring a licence fee to be paid for the premises where a 
2d shop is located, is beyond the enabling provision in Section 23(d) of 


hat is authorised under Section 23(d) of the Mysore Excise Act, 1965, is 
cr: of a fee of licence in respect of manufacture or sale of any excisable 
Rule 8(1) has obviously gonc beyond the enabling provision in the 
su: by requiring a licence fee to be paid for the premises where the licenced 
is located. Such a fee would not have the support of Section 23(d), It 
possible for the Legislature to make a statutory provision for a licence 
ihe type contemplated under the rules but without authority of the 


cinka and Others v V.S. Narayana Swamy, AIR 1992 SC 151: 1991 AIR 
2850. 


1&4. Additional licence fee. —In respect of a licence granted under these 
vuies, <n additional licence fee equivalent to fifteen per cent of the licence fee 
iev:«d in vespect of each kind of licence under Rule 8, shall be levied for the 
purpose of various infrastructure projects across the State, equity investment 
in Liangalore Mass Rapid Transit Limited and for cstablishing a Mukhya 
3 Grameena Rasthe Abhivruddhi Nidhi in the proportion of 57:28:15 
cesyactively.] " 


CASE LAW 

su A — Additional licence fee at 15% of licence fee charged under Rule 8 

— Zmiy in respect of licences issued in Bangalore City — Proceeds of 

collections under Rule 8-A for utilisation towards Bangalore Mass Rapid 
[ra:at: System — Validity of levy. 

‘qjendra Babu, ]., Held. — The whole object of Rules 8 and 8-A is to raise 

vsnue for the State. If that object is sought to be achieved by raising 

in terms of Section 24 of the Act, which is only a consideration for 

ig privilege, whether it is collected in terms of Rule 8 or 8-A would not 

ge EBD RUE SOYA WoUd Not 


¢. fe2 would not have thc support of Section 23(d). It is necessary to refer” 


« a rule of the type impugned should not have been made. State of 


R9 K.E (SALE OF INDIAN & FOREIGN LIQUORS) RULES, 1968 
NURS) RULES, 1968 


make much difference. It may be for purpose of identification 1” 3-atn 
percentage of amount to be utilised for Bangalore Mass Rapid snsi 
System, such an arrangement has been made. No exception could i 
that fixation of levy either. — Karnataka Wine Merchants’ Associa 
Bangalore and Others v State of Karnataka and Others, 1995(4) Kar. 


Rule 8-A — Asamended on 18-6-1998 — Adilitional licence fee — Valk ist yr. 
of — 15% of licence fee charged under Rule 8 is collected as additions} iceace 
fee only in respect of licences issued in Bangalore City — Proce: 
collections earmarked for equity investment in Kamatake Ins 3 
Development and Finance Corporation — There is no hostile disc ivnre. iio 
in levy of additional fee. - 


V.K. Singhal, ]., Held: Additional licence fee at 15% was che 
Bangalore City and the proceeds of collections undé Rute i 
Karnataka Excise (Sale of Indian and Foxeign Liquor) Rules, 19. 
utilisation towards Bangalore Mass Rapid Transit Systen. 
additional fee is to be collected in respect of each kind of licensees 
8 for a period of two years from July 1, 1998. Additional fee takes, 
character as that of fee and simply because sexarate provision 
character is not changed. Though the rule making authonty in 2 
the object of collection of this additional licence fee as equity invest: 
the Kamataka Infrastructure Development and Finance Corporatio, «785 
not necessary to mention even the object for which it was collectec. sis 
no hostile discrimination so as to affect the provisions of Ariicie 16 
Constitution and the fee demanded cannot be said to be arbitrary ov ia :ny 
Way mala fide. — Kemataka Wine Merchants Assuciation (Registered), Bes:ouiors 

Others v State of Karnataka and Others, 1999(2) Kar. LJ. 612C. 


1[8-B. Security Deposit. —x x x x x.] 


‘~ 9. List of Brands to be furnished.— Every applicant for a licence «0 sell 
‘Indian Liquor (other than arrack)} or foreign liquors or both shal! wWvetc i 
Deputy Commissioner of the District, a list in writing, of the particu 
brands he wishes to sell. The Deputy Commissioner shall then satisfy hiv.celf 
that every brarid named in the list is of genuine [indian Liquor (other tan 
axrack)] or foreign liquor or both and is entered in the authoritative list ‘s5.-ed 
by the Excise Commissioner. If he finds in the list any doubtful oz sxr.e3c. 
brand he shall exclude the same from the list t be appended io t 
The list appended to the licence will be liable to be added to, or 
altered upon the application of the licensee. 


1. Rule 8-B as inserted by Notification No. FD 18 PES 2002, dated 29-6-2002, w. 
and omitted by Notification No. FD 06 PES 2086(7), dated 19-6-2006. w.e'f. 1. 


~ mm 


KE (GENERAL CONDITIONS Or LICENCES) RULES, 1967 CONTENTS 

Rules 
5 i Page No, 
13. 


Customers not to be allowed to stay at night 


14. Sales only forcash Hi 
15. Payment ofRent et. ಸ 
. 1%A. Waiverof MG KS 
16. Suspension of licence... Hel 
17. Transfer of lease not pemited Fy 
17-4, Transferin theeventofdeath, ನ 
17-B. Transfer of licence in other cases FI ಸ 
ಹ eI MET CISES 
Authorised persons only to be in-charge. . ಘಿ 
19 Reportofbreah ಸ 
ES TEN 
Licensee not to be interested in Excise Officer ಜಿ 
21. Inspection... ನ 
EE NS 819 
tails cancellation of all li 
ಸ ) cences ..||,., 
23. Shiftingofshops ನನ 
Fx ನ rE 8 
Licensee not entitled to compensation , . Fe 
AMENDMENTRULES. pi 
NOIMCATRS Sh 822 - 858 
SE Ee 859-862 


L- 
ony —3 


ITHE 
. KARNATAKA 

EXCISE (GENERAL CONDITIONS OF LICENCES) 
RULES, 1967 


(As amended by GSR 171, dated 6-5-1969; GSR 384, dated 4-11-1969; GSR 
432, dated 12-12-1969; GSR 107, dated 18-3-1970; GSR 359, dated-3-12-1975, 
GSR 50, dated 12-2-1976; GSR 223, dated 27-7-1976; GSR 141, dated 5-5-1977; 
GSR215, dated 17-7-1978; GSR 250, dated 24-8-1979; GSR 142, dated 24-5-1980; 
GSR 282, dated 23-9-1980; GSR 143, dated 25-6-1983; GSR 99, dated 30-3-1985; 


“ GSR 16, dated 6-2-1990; GSR 26, dated 5-2-1992; GSR 4, dated 8-1-1993; a 


127, dated 21-6-1993; GSR 24, dated 6-12-1993; Notification No. FD 22 

93(ii), dated 9-5-1994; GSR 119, dated 19-7-1994; GSR 132, dated 12-8-1994; 
GSR 156, dated 22-9-1994; GSR 184, dated 28-11-1994; GSR 64, dated 23-5-1995; 
GSR 58, dated 17-4-1996 Notification Nos. FD 5 PES 2000, date 28-4-2000; FD 9 
PES 99, dated 27-11-2000; FD 28 PES 2001, dated 8-1-2002; FD 27 PES 2001, 
dated 19-2-2002; FD 8 PES 2002, dated 6-5-2002; FD 6 PES 2003, dated 
30-6-2003; FD 10 PES 96(ID), dated 6-4-2004; FD 25 PES 2003, dated 20-6-2006; 
FD 03 PES 2007(2), dated 25-5-2007; FD 7 PES 2008(11), dated 15-1-2009; FD 11 
PES 2009, dated 9-2-2010; FD 05 PES 2013(1), dated 28-2-2013; FD 03 PES 
2014(V), dated 28-2-2014; FD 08 PES 2011, dated 6-8-2014; FD 08 PES 2014, 
dated 21-11-2014 and FD 16 PES 2015, dated 4-11-2016.) 


GSR 469.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 71 of the 
Karntaka Excise Act, 1965 (Karnataka Act 21 of 1966), the Government of 


. Karnataka hereby makes the following rules, the draft of the same having 


been previously published, as required by sub-section (1) of Section 71 of the 
said Act, in Notification GSR No. 434 in Part IV, Section 2-C(i) of the 
Karmataka Gazette, Extraordinary, dated 30th September, 1967, namely. — 
1. Title, extent and commencement. —These Rules may be called the 
taka Excise (General Conditions of Licences)] Rules, 1967. 

(2) They shall extend to all the areas of State of Kamataka, where the 
Karnataka Excise Act, 1965, is in force. 

(3) They shall come into force at once. 

2. Application, —These rules shall apply to all licences issued under the 
Karnataka Excise Act, 1965 for sale of liquors and every such licence shall be 
deemed to include the conditions prescri by these rules as general 
conditions. ' 

313, Definitions. —In these rules unless the context otherwise requires. — 

(1) “Educational Institution” means a Pre-Primary, Primary or 
Secondary School ‘for college or institution} owned or managed 


1. Published in the Kamataka Gazette, Extraordinary, dated 19-10-1967, vide Notification 
No. HD 76, EFL 67, dated 19-10-1967. 

pS Substituted for the words and brackets "Karnataka Excise Licences (General Conditions)” 

by Notification No. FD 16 PES 2015, dated 4-11-2016, wef. 411-2016 


Government or ‘<ny College affiliated to or established or 
managed by any University established by law, 


SNE UUAANSYY UV UE sau 


(2) “Licensee” means a person to whom a licence to sell Liquor is 
granted. i 

(3) “Religious Institution” means a temple mut, mosque, church, 
synagogue, aglary or other place of public religious ip whichis as 
the case may be, established or managed or owned by a public trust, the 
Religious and Charitable Endowments Commissioner or a Society 

registered under the Societies Registration Act or Wakf Board Act. 


(4) “Shop” means the licenced premises where liquor is sold]. 


4, Commencement of business. — Licensee shall comunence his business 
mt the lst July or such date as may be notified by the Excise Commissioner 
nd shall keep open on every day during such hours as may be fixed by the 
ixcise Commissioner. 


Explanation. Any shop shail be deemed to be open when in the case of 
iquor shop so much of stock is always in the shop so as to meet the 
equirements for a week and in case of toddy shops to the extent of daily 
equirements. 


1[4-A, Closure of shops on certain occasions. —{i) A licensee may after 
ntimation to the Excise Inspector of the jurisdictional range, close the shop 
m the following occasions, namely. — 


{a} on the day of marriage in his family; or 
{b) onthe day of the occurrence of a death or accident on his family; and 
(ii) A licensee may with the prior permission in writing 
Jommissioner of Exase close the shop for renovation or repair of licensed 
wemuises for a period not exceeding fi days in an excise year.} 


5. Restriction in respect of location of shops. —(1) No licence for sale of 
iquor shall be granted to a liquor shop or premises selected within a distance 
f 100 metres from any religious or educational institution or Hospital or any 
fice of the State Government or Central Government or Local Authorities or 
1a residential locality, where the inhabitants are ominantly belonging to 
cheduled Castes or Scheduled Tribes or within a distance of 220 metres from 
he middle of the State Highways or National Highways: 


Provided that where a shop is sanctioned to a village the population of 
vhich is less than two thousand five hundred, such shop shall be located 
utside the residential locality of the village.] 


“[Explanation. —*[(1) For the purpose of this nile “National Highway” or 
State Highway” shall not include such parts of the National Highway or 


Rule 4-A substituted by Notification No. FD 16 PES 2015, dated 4-11-2016, w.e.f. 4-11-2016 
Rule 5 substituted by GSR 127, dated 21-6-1993, w.e.f. 21-6-1993. 

Provisc insrted by GSR 24, dated 6-12-1993, w.e.f. 6-12-1993, 

Explanation to sub-rule (1) inserted by GSR 119, dated 19-7-1994, w.e.f. 19-7-1994. 


Explanation to sub-rule (1) renumbered as Explanation (1) by GSR 156, dated 22-9-1994, 
wef, 22-9-1994. 
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of the Deputy. 


City or Town M ncil, Or aut 
of twenty thousand or more.] 
‘[Explanation. (2) For the purpose of this rule, the expression “Hospital” 


. means any Government Hospital, Primary Health Centre or Primary Health 


Unit and includes a Private Hospital or a Private Nursing Home which ...as 
the facility of a minimum of thirty beds for treatment of inpatients. 


Explanation. —(3) For the purpose of this rule the expression “Office of 
the State Government or Central Government or Local Authority” means 
and includes any State or Central Government Office headed by Group A” or 
“B' grade officers and the main isirative Offices of Local Bodies like 
City Corporation, City Municipal Council, Town Municipal Council, Town 
Panchayat, Zilla Panchayat, Taluk panchayat and Grama Panchayat and 
such other offices of the State Government, Central Government or Local 
Authorities as may be specified by the Government from time to time.] 


(2) The Deputy Commissioner of Excise shall after making such enquiry 
ashe deems fit approve the premises of liquor shop so selected and thereafter 
the description of the premises of liquor shop shall be entered in the Licence 
to be issued: 


Provided that the Deputy Commissioner of Excise may, with the prior 
approval of the Excise Comunissioner and for reasons to be recorded in writing, 
permit the location of any shop within a distance of 100 metres, but not less than 
50 metres from the institutions, hospital, office or locality specified in sub-rule 
(1) within the City Municipality or City Corporation limits. 

[Provided further that the Deputy Commissioner of Excise may grant 
Licence to locate any liquor shop in a premises situated within a distance of 
220 metres from the middle of a State Highway or a National Highway if such 
premises is located in a predominantly inhabited area, or extension of a town, 
village, or area the population of which is more than two thousand five hundred 
and where a licence to locate shop in such premises was ted or was existing 
during the period commencing from lst July, 1992 and ending on 3{30th June, 
194.1] 

“[(2-A) Notwithstanding anything, contained in sub-rules (1) and (2) the 
Deputy Commissioner of Excise may with a view to secure, convenience, 
morality, tranquility, decency or safety of the public or for any other reason, 
reject the application for licence to a liquor shop or premises after recording 
the reasons therefor.] " 


(3) For the purpose of this rule while measuring the distance specified in 
this rule, the distance shall be measured along the nearest path by which the 
pedestrian ordinarily reaches, adopting the mid-point of the entrance of the 


shop and the mid-point of the nearest gate of the institution, hospital or office 


Explanations (2) and (3) inserted by GSR 156, dated 22-9-1994, w.e.f. 22-9-1994. 
Second proviso inserted by GSR 119, dated 19-7-1994, w.e.f. 19-7-1994, 

Read for the words and figures “30th June, 1992.” by GSR 132, dated 12-8-1994. 
Sub-rule (2-A) inserted by GSR 156, dated 22-9-1994, w.e.f. 22-9-1994. 


Nm 
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lunicipal Council, or such other authority having a population - 
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pe . 
if, re isa compound wall and if there is no compound wall, the mid-point 
of the nearest entrance of the institution of the ofc. 


(4) The Deputy Commissioner may, by order after giving the licence an 
Spportunity of being heard, direct such licence to shift the location of any 
shop, — 

(a) With a view to secure the convenience, morality, tranquility, 
decency or safety of the public 1[or compliance] of the provisions 
of these rules; or 

(b) where after the issue of a licence, any religious institution or 
educational institution is established for any office of the State 
Government or Central Government or Local Authorities or a 
Hospital is opened] within the limits specified in this rule; 


to any other suitable place, within such period, not exceeding three months as 
he may specify.] 


5[(5) The Excise Commissioner may at his discretion and for reasons to be 
recorded in writing exempt from the application of these rules in the case of 
distributor licences referred to in clause (11) of Rule 3 of the Kamataka Excise 
(Sale of Indian and Foreign Liquors) Rules, 1968.] 


CASE LAW 
R.5 — Amendment of vide Notification No. FD 20 PES92, dated 21st June, 
1993 — Constitutional validity of amended Rule 5 challenged — Rule placi 
restrictions regarding location of shops — Whether unreasonable an 
arbitrary, thereby offending Article 14 of the Constitution? 


Shivaraj Patil, ]., Held. — Rule 5 of the Rules 1967 prior to its amendment 
pees restrictions regarding location of shops stating that no such site 
shall be selected to locate a shop within a distance of 100 metres from any 
religious or educational institution or residential locality inhabited pre- 
dominantly by Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes. The amended Rule 5 
includes hospitals, any office of the State Government or of the Central 
Government or local authorities and State and National Highways. Distance 
of 100 metres remains the same except in regard to highways. As far as State 
Highway and National Highway are concemed, distance prescribed for 
location of a shop is 220 metres from the middle of the State Highway or 
National Highway. It appears and it stands to reason as well, that the 
impugned rule is Ftendld t to secure the convenience, morality, tranquility, 
decency or safety of the public. ... In short, the impugned rule serves the 
public interest and as such it is neither unreasonable nor arbitrary. — B.N. 
Raghuram and Others v State of Karnataka and Others, 1993(3) Kar. LJ. 235A. 


R.5 — Amendment of — Whether ultra vires Section 71 of the Act. 


TEN TR EN SNES NS 
1. Substituted for the words “and compliance” by GSR 156, dated 22-9-1994, w.e.f.22-9-1994, 
2 Insertedby GSR 156, dated 22-9-1994, w.e.f. 22-9-1994. 
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Shivaraj Patil, J. Held. The contention that the impugned Rule 5 being 
the subordinate legislation is not a law made by the legislature of the State 
and that too when it is not placed on the floor of the legislature, restrictions 
imposed by the impugned rule are bad in law, does not merit acceptance. 
Having regard to the language of Section 71(3).of the Act, a valid rule made 
under the Act has to be taken as a law made by the State Legislature. The 
lpusned Rule 5 is aimed at and intended to achieve some social purpose 
and the rule is made in the interest of safety, morality and convenience of the 
public and that the impugned rule having been made by virtue of the powers 
conferred by Section 71 of the Act definitely serves the purpose of the Act. 
The impugned Rule 5 is not ultra vires of the Act. — BN. Raghuram and Others 
v State of Karnataka and Others, 1993(3) Kar. LJ. 235B. 


Rule§ — Kamataka Excise Act, 1965, Section 21 — Location of business of 
vending Indian Liquor — Notice to licences to shift location of their business 
~ Law and order question — Challenged — Contended that no opportunity 
given and decision taken unilaterally to issue notice to shift place of business 
— Held — Act always prevail over rules — Rule Sis only in context of 
shifting whereas Section 21 is in context of maintaining law and order — 
Main intention is to clase down shops immediately, — Notice is more an 
enabling notice rather than one for purpose of shifting — Three days time to 
make alternative arrangement is more than sufficient when situation is 
examined under Section 21 of the Act — Action of authorities have to be 
examined on touchstone of rules and statutory provisions rather than to 
examine rights of the licensee — No person has a right to trade in liquor as it 
is a privilege of the State — Action does not warrant interference in exercise 
of power of judicial review of administrative action. 


D.V. Shylendra Kumar, ]., Held: Petitioners have approached Court on the 
premise that the Deputy Commissioner of the District has surprised them by 
issuing the notice calling upon the petitioners to shift the location of their 
business to some other place within days from the date of receipt of the 
notice as otherwise the authorities will be constrained to close the shops 
forcibly from carrying on business at the existing location. ..... They urge 
that the notice in per se bad in law; that it is clearly violative of sub-rule (4) of 
Rule5 of the Karnataka Excise Licences (General Conditions) Rules, 1967 and 
they have been asked to shift their business place even without giving any 
opportunity; that a decision has been taken unilaterally even before the 
Petitioners can have their say in the matter; that the rule contemplates 

portunity of hearing being given to persons like the petitioners before the 
Place of business is asked or permitted to be shifted and therefore the present 
action is clearly violative of the rule...... While it is true that sub-rule (4) of 
Rule 5 of the Rules contemplates opportunity of hearing to a person who has 
been asked to shift from the existing location to a new place, there cannot be 
any generalisation of this rule s0 as to either dilute the provisions of Section 
21 of the Act or in any way interpret the rule working at cross purposes with 
the intention and object of Section 21 of the Act. While a section always 


order, peace and it has been made in the larger public interest. ..... The 
notice is more an enabling notice rather than one for the purpose of shifting 
the premises. In fact, the main intention of the notice is to close down the 
shops immediately and the incidental purposc and option given is to shift to 
some other place and then to continue the business there. In fact, giving three 
days time to make alternative arrangements is more than sufficient 
apportunity when the situation is examined from the context of the 
provisions of Section 21 of the Act...... Insofar as the contention that the 
ghts are violated is concerned, in the first instance, no person has a right to 
trade in liquor, it is a privilege of the State, parted by the State for a price. 
While it is true that the action of the authorities can be examined on the 
touchstone of the rules and statutory remedies, it is done more to ensure that 
the authorities exercising power under the Act and the Rules, act in a fair and 
statute conforming manner rather than to examine the rights of a licensee. ... 
.. The action taken under notice is more than justified, bona fide action and not 


one-watranting interference in the exercise of power of judicial review of 


administrative action. .... lf permitting the shops to remain open in the area 
zan crcate law and order situation, the authorities can definitely close down 
the shops immediately. ..... The authorities are definitely at liberty to keep 
the shops closed in the exercise of power under Section 21 of the Act till the 
decision is taken. — Rajendra Jyotiba Desai and Another v State of Karnataka and 
Others, 2009(1) Kar. L.}. 40. 


Rule 5 — Oral order passed by the Chief Justice — Petitioner a social 
worker filed the present public interest litigation petition — Petitioner 
challenged the orders of excise people permitting liquor shop within 100 mis. 
of the Government offices, hospitals, educational institutes, harijan colonies 
-» Excise Inspector submitted a report the ahop under question ituated at a 
distance of 106.80 mts. — Held, the distance between the proposed liquor 
shop and the masjid is more than 100 mts. thus PIL is dismissed by imposing 
cost of Rs. 1,000/-. 


D.H. Waghela, C.J. and Mrs. B.V. Nagarathna, ]., Held: The main ground for 
challenging the impugned order allowing transfer/shifting of CL-2 licence 
owned by respondent 4 for the year 2012-2013 from Dr. Ambedkar Road is 
that, the new location of the liquor shop is within 100 mctrcs of the 
Government offices, hospitals, educational institutions, harijan colony and 
the national highway. It is also stated that there is a masjid within a radius of 
100 metres. Al] these factual aspects are traversed by filing the affidavit of the 
Inspector of Excise, Belgaum North Range, Belgaum, with the statement that 
the distancc between the masjid and the liquor shop in question is 106.80 
metres and a fresh survey is conducted to verify whether the liquor shop was 
falling within the arca as alleged, in the vicinity of the officcs or institutions. . 
ಎ Therefore, it prima facic appears that the allegations made in the petition 
are incorrect and the distance between the masjid and the liquor shop 
belonging to respondent 4 is more than 100 metres and hence, there is no 
violation of Rule 5 of the Karnataka Excise Licences (Gencral Conditions) 
Rules, 1967, as alleged by the petitioner. ..... Under the circumstances, the 
petition is dismissed with nominal cost of Rs. 1,000/- to be paid by the 
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petitioner to respondent 3 within a period of fifteen days. “ Jai v State of, . 
Karnataka and Others, 2013(6) Kar. L.]J. 385 (DB). 


Rule § — Petitioner had questioned before Appellate Tribunal order - * 


passed by Excise Commission withdrawing CL-7 licence that had been 
issued in his favour — Order passed by Tribunal declining to grant sta_ f 
withdrawal of licence pending considering of appeal challenged herein — 
This Court observed that ‘{ribunai found that grant of licence obviously 
clashes with interest of a protected institution under Rule 5 of the Rules; that 
location of temple being weil-vwthin 100 metres trom location of hotel — 
Taibusial satisfied that it was not a proper case for grant of interim stay and in 


- its exercise of discretion declined to grant interim order prayed for — No 


scope for interkérence in absence of any special ‘or compelling reasons 
forthcoming — Writ petition dismissed. 

DV. Shylendra Kumar, J. Held: The Court is of the view that even without 
referring to this decision of the Supreme Court, the Tribunal has applied all 
the principles laid down therein and has examined the relevant aspects for 
grant of interim order of stay and being of the opinion that there was no 
justification to grant an interim order as prayed for, as such an order is 
perfectly justified. No scope for interference in the absence of any special or 
compelling reasons forthcoming, as indicated from the record or as placed 
before. the Court by the learned Counsel for the petitioner for waiving the 
general rule of maintaining a distance of 100 mtrs. and also in the absence of 
any. compelling reasons to grant a CL-7 licence as recorded by the 
Commissioner within a distance of 100 mtrs., the order passed by the 
Tribunal is unexceptionable, both on facts and in law. — Hotel Basant 
Residency, Bangalore u The Excise Commissioner in Karnataka, Bangalore Division, 
Bangalore and Others, 2008(2) Kar. L.]. 89. 


Rule 5 — Public interest litigation — Availability of alternative remedy 
under Act, and maintainability of — Grant of licence to run liquor shop 
within distance of 100 metres from educational institution, in breach of 
statutory condition — Where Appellate Authority to which appeal lies under 
Act, has no jurisdiction to decide question of public interest, remedy 
provided in Act is therefore no remedy when public interest is involved — 
Availability of such remedy is no bar to writ petition in public interest. 


S.R. Bannurmath and Subhash B. Adi, J]., Held: The appeal lies under the 
circumstances mentioned in Section 61, but the Appellate Authority cannot 
decide the public interest, — Prof. G. Shainesh and Others v State of Karmataka 
And Others, 2009(1) Kar. LJ. 287E (DB). 

Rule 5 — Renewal of licence to vend liquor — Held, every licence — A 
fresh licence given to petitioner — Remains subject to restrictions under Rule 
5 — Principles of res judicata or constructive zes judicata cannot be applied so 
as to extend benefit of relaxation. 


Dr. Vineet Kothari, ]., Held: When this Court is satisfied that the relaxation 
was made in the earlier years itself was given without any proper reasons, 
the question of extending such relaxations for future years cannot arise, 
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which in any case, could not be claimed as a matter of right by the petitioner. 
- S. Gopal v The Commissioner of Excise in Karnataka, Bengaluru and Another, 
2016(4) Kar. L.J. 647B. 


R.5 — Whether the amended Rule 5 covers CL-9 licences also? 


Shivaraj Patil, ]., Held. — Merely because the liquor is sold in a refreshment 
room or in the premises covered by CL-9 licence, it’ cannot be said that 
amended Rule 5 is not applicable to CL-9 licences, in view of the express 
statement made in Rule 2 that these rules are applicable to all licences issued 
under the Act and that every such licence shall be deemed to include the 
conditions prescribed by these rules as general conditions. In addition to the 
rules applicable to a particular kind of licence, the event of sale of liquor in 
whatever premises pertaining to a licence issued under the Act attracts the 
impugned Rule 5. Hence, I conclude that the amended Rule 5 is applicable to 
CL-9 licences also. — B.N. Raghuram and Others v State of Karnataka and Others, 
1993(3) Kar. L.J. 235E. 


R.5, As amended — Object to contain proliferation of activity — Making 

- liquor inaccessible on the Highways except those areas which fall within the 

. Municipal areas — Not arbitrary or unreasonable — Difference noticed 
between areas not irrational. ; 


$. Rajendra Babu and B.K. Somasekhara, J]., Held. — The object of the 
impugned rule, it appears to us is that the activity of selling liquor in certain 
areas is sought to be eliminated, thus making liquor inaccessible in such 
areas. Admittedly the activity of selling liquor is obnoxious or deleterious to 
the health of the people. In fact Article 47 of the Constitution enjoins on the 
State to introduce prohibition as State Policy. Indeed, if, introduction of 
prohibition which was dear to the Father of the Nation is not possible either 
for administrative or financial reasons, the only alternative sofaras the State 
is concerned is to contain the proliferation of the activity. The amended rule 
partially promotes that policy by making liquor inaccessible on the 
Highways except those areas which fall within the Municipal areas. The 
policy as such cannot be found fault with. When prohibition itself cannot be 
introduced for various reasons, the only other alternative for the State is to 
contain or regulate the trade thereto. If the proclivity to drink is contained, at 
any rate in certain areas, the tendency thereto is reduced to some extent. May 
be the manner in which the reasons are set forth in the statement of objections 
may not be very articulate. But the effect of the rule is to that effect. If this is 
the objective, we cannot say the action on the part of the State or the policy 
thereto is either arbitrary or unreasonable. If there is a shop within the 
Municipal limits and if such shop is allowed to sell liquor and, if only shops 
outside the Municipal area are sought to be eliminated, we do not find that 
there is any unreasonable classification for one falls within the Municipal 
axea or the other falls outside the town. Therefore, classification cannot be 
stated to be bad, for it is based on discernible grounds. Highway specified in 
the Schedule means except sucl pails thereof as are situated within any 
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of 20,000 or more, the control or management of which is entrusted to 


Corporation or a Municipal Council or a Town Area Council. a Town 


Committee or any other authority. The definition of the areas talling within 
the Municipal area and outside is recognised in the National Highways Act 
also. Similar is the position even in regard to nationalisation of rcutes arising 
under the Motor Vehicles Act, wherein the operation of any transport vehicle 
on a route is nationalised, exception is made to the areas falling within the 
Municipality or a local authority. In that way, itis accepted in a1] enactments 
the difference between the areas falling within the Municipal area or outside 
the Municipal arca, even though the route or road is a Highway. Therefore, 
the difference noticed by the Department is not irrational. — Kurnaiaka Wine 
Merchants’ Association (R), Bangalore and Others v State of Karnataka and Others, 
1994(2) Kar. L.J. 570 (DB). 


Rule 5(1) — Bar — Renewal of licence in Form CL- to run — Denial of 
renewal on ground that bar is situated within 20 metres from city central 
brary — Order of rejection of application on ground which is not one 
enumerated in Rule, is not sustainable - Library does not come within 
definition of “Office” either of State or of Central Government. ¥ 


G.C. Bharuka, ]., Held: Under the rules, location of a public library within 
the distance enumerated thercin cannot be a ground for not granting the 
licence, Such libraries cannot even be construed by any stretch of 
imagination to be an office either of the Central Government or State 
Government. . .. Even according to the definition, central library cannot be 
deemed to be the ‘Office’ either of the State Government or the Central 
Government. .... In the said view of the matter, the impugned order cannot 
be sustained as it is founded on a ground which is not envisaged under the 
provisions of the Act and the Rules. - Smt, A.V. Nirmala v Staie of Karnataka 
and Others, 2000(1) Kar. L.J. Sh. N. 21. 


Rule 5(1) — Kamataka Excise (Sale of Indian and Foreign Liquors) Rules, 
1968 — As amended by Karnataka Excise (Sale of Indian and Foreigr 
Liquors) (Second Amendment) Rules, 2000, Rule 5-A - Bar licence — 
Renewal of — Rejection of application for renewal on ground that school i¢ 
likely to be opened in future within distance of 100 metres from premise: 
licensed to run bar -- Rejection of application on such ground is to be helc 
bad in law — Licence has to be renewed if condition regarding location 0 
licensed premises is satisfied on date of renewal. 


It is not in dispute the applications filed by the petitioners have to b: 
considered by the authorities based on the location of the premises as on the 


. date of considering renewal or granting licence afresh. Just because a persor 
is going to construct a school building or a schoo! will be inaugurated in thr 


near future that cannot be a ground for the authorities to reject jn anticipatior 
of opening of a school. Either the Excise Act or the Rules do not provide fo 
rejection of the renewal application on the ground that in the near future 


- school will be opened. In the instant csc, the authorities have held that th 


Te SSL LU EULUE UU BIA IY MCUNCE IN ravour Or 
1y person. A rival businessman aay object on the ground that either a 
houlur a temple wil! be established within the prohibited distance from the 
op in question by applying the above principle all such applications have 

be rejected. Under the circumstances, the reasonings given by the 
thorities to reject the renewal of the petitioners are also bad in law. There- 
re, inanticipatin that a schoo! building will be opened in the future cannot 

a ground for the authorities tu reject the renewal applications of the 
titioners. — S.N. Chinappa v State of Karnataka and Others; 2001(5) Kar. L.J. 
4 A 


Rule 5(1) and 5(2) — Licence to vend liquor — Prohibition against 
ating liquur shop within 100 mts. of any religous, educational institution 
hospital — Which is ‘an objectionable place’ — Public nuisance. and 
intenance of public law — Impugned order of Deputy Commissioner of 
ise to petitioner tu another location — Legality of — Held, contention, a 
axation was given by authorities carlier at the time of renewal of licence — 
‘newal of livence is a matter vf right — Not. sustainable — Relaxations 
xen did not also give any reasons — Further, three hospitals are located 
thin the vicinity of 100 mtrs. from the liquor shop — They have raised 
nplaints ayainst it — Further irrespective of alternative remedy under 
“tion 61 of the Kamataka Excise Act, 1965 — On merits, no fault pls in 
pugned order — Petition dismissed. - - S. Gopal v The Commissioner of 
ise in Kan:ataka, Bengaluru and Aruther, 2016(4) Kar. LS. 647A. 


Rule5(1) and 5(3) — Constitution of India, Articles 47 and 226 — Grantof 
ox licence — Conditions for — Information given by applicant for licence 
st undergu and satisfy “strict scrutiny” test — State Government should 

treat its right to part with its privilege of vending liquors only as means of 
ning more and more revenue — Fulfiliment of constitutional obligation is 
re important than earning revenue. 


S.R. Bannurnnath and Subhash B. Adi, J], Held: The authority has not at all 
en the measurement in compliance with Rule 5 of the Rules. The Revenue 
pector has utterly failed to discharge his function in terms of Rule 5. In a 
ual way, he draws a mahazar by making alleged enquiry. He does not 
2 the actual measurement, he accepts the sketch given by the applicant. He 
's not make verification of the measurement in pursuance of the sketch 
mitted by the applicant. The Excise Inspector or the authority, which is 
uiced tv verify the spot cannot mechanically submit a report. He owes a 
y to take exact measurement from the center point where the shop is 
ght to be established to find out as to whether there are any objectionable 
itutions within the radius of 100 metres from the said point. From the 
nds it appears that, with an intention to grant licence or permission, the 
artis submitted... The Court direct the responderit 1 to take necessary 
on against respondents 2 and 3 for dereliction of their duties in granti 
mission to respondent 4 in utter violation of Rule 5 of the Rules. The Court 
ct the State tu take steps to implement Rule 5 in its true Spirit. — Prof. G. 
nesh and Others v State of Karnataka And Others, 2009(1) Kar. L.J. 2878 
J. 
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Rule 5(1) ana (3) — Consutuuon Or ina, Aruties #/ au se — 
Interpretation of statutes — Rule prohibiting location of liquor shops within 
distance of 100 metres from educational or religious institutions, hospitals, 
offices of Government, residential locality, etc. — Object of — Object is to 
make liquor inaccessible to people in area — Rule providing for 
determination of prohibited distance by taking measurement along “neares. 
path by which pedestrian ordinarily reaches” must be interpreted in 
furtherance of object of Rule, and not with object to find excuse to grant 
licence to earn revenue, but to find way to impose restriction within 
framework of rule. 


P urmath and Subhash B. Adi, J]. Held: ‘Ordinarily’ means regular, 
Peck often recurring, according to established order, 
settled, customary and reasonable. Thus, the meaning of ‘ordinarily’ cannot 
be extended to mean only the designated road or pathway and not access 
otherwise available to the consumer of liquor shop. If the object is to restrict 
the consumer within 100 metres of the educational institution and to make it 
inaccessible in certain areas, the rule has to be interpreted in furtherance of 
the said object. Rule 5 is framed in furtherance with the object under Article 
47 of the Constitution of India; it cannot be said that the measurement has to 
be taken along with footpath then to a zebra cross designated for crossing 
and again to footpath and shop. If otherwise there is a way to reach the liquor 
shop and itis accessible to the consumer, it cannot be ignored that such a way 
is available for consumer, who can ordinarily reach. It is unacceptable that 
the consumer of liquor will have to go to liquor shop according to traffic 
signal. — Prof. G. Shainesh and Others v State of Karnataka And Others, 2009(1) 
Kar. L.J. 287B (DB). 


1) and 5(3) — Kamataka Traffic Control Act, 1960, Section 14(2\(r) 
— an pax Control Rules, 1979, Rule 6 — Karnataka Traffic Control 
(Regulation of Traffic on Highways) Rules, 1979, Rule 5(4) and 5(6) — 
Karnataka Police Act, 1963, Section 69(a} — Constitution of India, Article 226 
— Location of liquor shops — Restriction regarding — Rule prohibiting 
liquor shops within distance of 100 metres from educational or religious 
institutions, hospitals, etc. — Distance prohibited to be determined by taking 
measurement along “nearest path by which pedestrian ordinarily reaches”, 
and not Zig-zag path in conformity with Traffic Rules which requires 
pedestrian to walk on footpath and cross road only at point thereon at which 
pedestrian crossing is provided — Where offending liquor shop is within 
radius of 50 metres from educational institution from which itcan be reached 
by pedestrian by just crossing road through opening in its median without 
requiring to walk down footpath till pedestrian crossing, and distance 
required to be walked to reach liquor shop from educational institution is just 
84 metres as per report of Commissioner appointed by Court, liquor shop, 
held, is directly hit by prohibition and its location cannot be justified on 
ground that distance along zig-zag path is more than 100 metres ನ 
Mandamus lies to authority concerned to shift liquor shop beyond radius o! 
100 metres from central point of educational institution. 
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within the framework of Rule 5 of the Rules, ...., Even the authorities have 
understood that the measurement is by means of radius from the center Point 
of the shop and not the zigzag measurement along with footpath, zebra 
crossing etc. In this case, just across the gate of the IIMB, there is an opening of 
median and on the other side, there is a wine shop and if straight 
measurement is taken, it is less than 50 metres, if the measurement is taken as 
available pathway i.e. at the opening, it is 84 metres... . If the radius is the 
criteria, then irrespective as to the existing road or otherwise, the prohibition 
or restriction should be imposed in o ening of liquor shop within the radius 
of 100 metres from the center point off 

institution, hospitals or State or Central Government offices, ek., as 
contemplated under Rule 5 of the Rules... It is clear that, the authority 


under the Rules. The licences are granted by circumventing the rules to the 
advantage of the shop owner. By this means, the State instead of protecting 
the interest of public in the matter of public health, security impact on the 


the law relating to vending of intoxicating drink and drugs to make a safe 
and healthy society, — Prof. G. Shainesh and Others v State of Karnataka And 
) 


Rule 5(4) — Licensed premises — Order to shift — Giving of opportunity 
to licensee of being heard is necessary before directing him to shift his 
premises. 


The respondents have not provided reasonable opportunity to the 
petitioners as required under sub- rule (4) of Rule 5 of the Karnataka Excise 
Licence (General Conditions) Rules, 1967. So, under these circumstances, 
before calling upon the petitioners to shift their business premises to any 
other premises, the respondents have to give an opporhinitv for tha 


R.9(3) K.E. (GENERAL CONDITIONS OF LICENCES) RULES, 1967 got 
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such an order. Under these circumstances, the matter lias to be Teconsiaerec 
by the licensing authority after affording an opportunity to the petitioner: 
and till such time the respondents shall have no right td interfere with th 
business of the petitioners as the respondents have collected licence fee fo1 
the whole of the year. — S.N. Chinappa v State of Karnataka and Others, 20035, 
Kar. LJ. 234, - 


Rule 5(4) — Petitioner is holder of CL-2 licence — To run » Wine Store — 
Respondent 3-Chief Officer raised objection — Store is close to a mosque — 
Held, impugned communication at Annexure-K is stayed as no notice wae 
issued to petitioner, accordingly petitioner shall appear before vesponden! 
2-the Deputy Commissioner of Excise. 


Ajit J. Gunjal, }., Held: The petitioner was issued with a CL-2 licence to run 
a Wine Store. Suffice it to say objections were raised by respondent 3 on the 
ground that the said wine store is close to 4 Mosque Aggrievcd by the same 
the petitioner is before this Court. The only grievance of the petitioner is thai 
there is a non-compliance of Rule 5(4) of the Karnataka Excise Licences 
(General Conditions) Rules, 1967... Indeed, a perusal of Aunexure-K 
discloses that such an exercise has not been done inasmuch as before passing 
the impugned communication at Annexure-K no notice was issued and the 
Petitioner was not heard. Till the entire proceedings cre concluded 


' Amnexure-K shall not be given effect to. — Popular Wines, Kushalanagar, 


Madikeri Taluk v The Excise Commissioner in Karnataka, Bangelors and Others, 
2013(2) Kar. L.]. 184. - 


6. Sign Boards, etc.—Every licensee shall affix a sign board in a 
conspicuous place of the shop showing the nature of the shop, number of 
licence and retail price in such language as may be understood by the 
majority of the residents in the locality. 


1(7. Entrance and Exit.—-There shall be not more than one and the same 
entrance and exit for the CL-2 shop and CL-11 (C) shop] 

8. Mixture Prohibited. ~The licensee shall not mix any material injurious 
tothe health or mix anything to decrease or increase the strength of the liquor 
or its intoxicating power, 

9. Employment of Women and Certain others prohibited. —(1) The 
licensee shall not employ any women xxx]. 

(2) He shall not employ any person who has been convicted. 


(3) The licensee shall not employ, in any capacity, a person who is below 
theageof18 years ora person whois suffering from any contagious disease. 
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ರ್ಮಾಟಕ ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಸಚಿವಾಲಯ 
ನಿಧಾನ ಸೌಧ, 


ಜೆಂಗಳಟರು. ಪಿವಾಂಕ:6 08-2020 


wo. 
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ಅರ್ಥಿಕ ಇಬಾಖೆ. 


ಇವಬಗೆ. 
ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಆಯುಕ್ತರು. ” 
ಬೆಂಗಳೂರು. 


ವಿಷಯ : ಗ್ರಾಮೀಣ ಮತ್ತು ಗ್ರಾಮ ಪಂಚಾಯಶಿ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯ 
ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳಲ್ಲಿರುವ ಸನ್ನದುಗಳನ್ನು ವೆಪೀಕರಿ 
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ಉಲ್ಲೇಖ: ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಆಯುಕ್ತರ ಕಛೇರಿ ಪತ್ತ ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ -ಇಸಿಡಿ/4/ಜ. ಐಎರಎಲ್‌/2019-20 
28-07-2020. x 
2)ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಪತ್ರ ಸಂಖ್ಯ: ಆಇ 36 ಇಡಬ್ಬೂಪಿ 2018 ದಿ:31-08-2018 ಮತ್ತು 
8-6-2020. § 
ಭತ 


» 
ಸಿಲ್‌ 
ಮೇಲ್ಕಂಡ ವಿಷಯಕ್ಕೆ ಸಂಬಂಧಿಸಿದಂತೆ. ಉಲ್ಲೇಖತ ()ರ ಪತ್ತದ ಕಡೆಗೆ ಗಮನ ಸೆಳೆಯಲಾಗಿದೆ. 


ಉಲ್ಲೇಖಪ)ರ ದಿನಾಂಕ8-06-2020ರ ಪತ್ರದಲ್ಲಿನ ವಿಷಯವನ್ನು ಮರುಪರಿಶೀಲಿಸಿ, 201ರ 
ಜನಗಣತಿಯನ್ವಯ 5000 ಅಥವಾ ಅದಕ್ಕಿಂತ ಹೆಚ್ಚು ಜನಸಂಖ್ಯೆಯುಳ್ಳ ಗ್ರಾಮ ಪಂಚಾಯತಿ/ಸ್ಥಳೀಯ 
ಪ್ರದೇಶಗಳ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯಲ್ಲಿ ಹಾದು ಹೋಗುವ ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀರು ಮತ್ತು ರಾಜ್ಯ ಹೆದ್ಭಾರಿಗಳ ಇಕ್ಕೆಲಗಳಲ್ಲಿ ಹೊಸದಾಗಿ 
ಸಿಎಲ್‌-6ಎ ಮತ್ತು ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7 ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿಗೆ ಮಾತ್ತೆ ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ಅಬಕಾರಿ (ಸನ್ನದುಗಳ ಸಾಮಾನ್ಯ ಷರತ್ತುಗಳು) 
ನಿಯಮಗಳು. 1967ರ ನಿಯಮ (5)ರಡಿಯಲ್ಲಿ -ರಾಜ್ಯ ಮತ್ತು ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳಿಗೆ ಸಂಬಂಧಿಸಿದಂತೆ 
ವಿಧಿಸಿರುವ ನಿಬಂಧನೆಗಳನ್ನು ಹೊರತುಪಡಿಸಿ, ಇತರೆ ಷರತ್ತುಗಳನ್ನು ಪಾಲಿಸುವ ಷರತ್ತಿಗೊಳಪಟ್ಟು 
ವಿಯಮಾನುಸಾರ ಪ್ರಾರಂಭಿಸಲು ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಅನುಮತಿ ನೀಡಲಾಗಿದೆ ಎಂದು ತಮಗೆ ತಿಳಿಸಲು 


ನಿರ್ದೇಶಿತಳಾಗಿದ್ದೇನೆ. 


ತಮ್ಮ; ಷಂಬುಗೆಯ, 


Bla 
(ಹುರಿಜುಳಾ ನಟರಾಜ್‌) 
ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಅಧೀನ ಕಾರ್ಯದರ್ಶಿ 
ಅರ್ಥಿಕ ಇಲಾಖೆ (ಅಬಕಾರಿ) 


x 
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ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ: ಆಇ 33 ಇಎಫ್‌ಎಲ್‌ 2021 ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಸಚಿವಾಲಯ 
ವಿಧಾನ ಸೌಧ 
ಬೆಂಗಳೂರು. ದಿನಾಂಕ:19.01.2022 
ಇಂದು . 
ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಅಪರ ಮುಖ್ಯ ಕಾರ್ಯದರ್ಶಿ, 
ಆರ್ಥಿಕ ಇಲಾಖೆ, 
ವಿಧಾನ ಸೌಧ. 
ಇವರಿಗೆ: 
ಆಯುಕ್ತರು, BERG 
ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಇಲಾಖೆ, 
ಶಾಂತಿನಗರ, ಬೆಂಗಳೂರು. 28 JAN 122 
ಅಬಕಾರಿ ಆಯುಕ್ತರವರ ೨ಬ 
ಕೆ, ಬೆಂಗಳೂರು - -~ Sl 
ವಿಷಯ: ಜಂಗಲ್‌ ಲಾಡ್ನಸ್‌ ಅಂಡ್‌ ರೆಸಾರ್ಟ್ಸ್‌, ಮೇಲುಕಾಮನಹಳ್ಳಿ, ಹಂಗಳ ಹೋಲಬಳಿ, 
Ae ಗುಂಡ್ಲಪೇಟೆ 'ತಾಲ್ಲೂಕು ಇವರ ಬಂಡೀಪುರ ಸಘಾರಿ ಲಾಡ್ಜ್‌ಗೆ ನೀಡಿರುವ 
ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7ಎ (in the form of CL-14) ಸನ್ನದನ್ನು ಪುನರ್‌ ಆರಂಭಿಸಲು 


ವಿನಾಯಿತಿ ನೀಡಲು ಕೋರಿರುವ ಬ 
೭6೦6೨೨ ಉಲ್ಲೇಖ: 1) ತಮ್ಮ ಪತ್ರ ಸಂಖ್ಯೆ ಎಕ್ಕಸ್‌/1014/254/2021. ದಿನಾ೦ಕ:02.11.2021. 
2 ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಪತ್ತ ಸಂಖ್ಯ ಆಇ 36 ಇಡಬ್ಯೂಪಿ 2018. ದಿನಾಂಕ: 
06.08.2020 
| ೨) ತನನ: - 
ಮೇಲ್ಕಂಡ ವಿಷಯಕ್ಕೆ ಸಂಬಂಧಿಸಿದಂತೆ, ಉಲ್ಲೇಖಿತ (1) ರ ತಮ್ಮ ಪತ್ರದ ಕಡೆಗೆ ಗಮನ 
ಬ) ಸೆಳೆಯಲಾಗಿದೆ ಉಲ್ಲೇಖಿತ (2)ರ ದಿನಾಂಕ:06.08.2020ರ ಪತ್ತದಲ್ಲಿ 2011ರ ಜನಗಣತಿಯನ್ವಯ 5000 
NU ಅಥವಾ ಅದಕ್ಕಿಂತ ಹೆಚ್ಚು ಜನಸಂಖ್ಯೆಯುಳ್ಳ ಗ್ರಾಮ ಪಂಚಾಯತಿ / ಸ್ಥಳೀಯ ಪ್ರದೇಶಗಳ ವ್ಯಾಪ್ತಿಯಲ್ಲಿ 
ಹಾದು ಹೋಗುವ ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಮತ್ತು ರಾಜ್ಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳ ಇಕ್ಕೆಲಗಳಲ್ಲಿ ಹೊಸದಾಗಿ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-6ಎ ಮತ್ತು 
ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7 ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿಗೆ ಮಾತ್ರ ಕರ್ನಾಟಕ ಅಬಕಾರಿ (ಸನ್ನದುಗಳ ಸಾಮಾನ್ಯ ಷರತ್ತುಗಳು) ನಿಯಮಗಳು, 
1967ರ ನಿಯಮ (5)ರಡಿಯಲ್ಲಿ ರಾಜ್ಯ ಮತ್ತು ರಾಷ್ಟ್ರೀಯ ಹೆದ್ದಾರಿಗಳಿಗೆ ಸಂಬಂಧಿಸಿದಂತೆ ವಿಧಿಸಿರುವ 
ನಿಬಂಧನೆಗಳನ್ನು ಹೊರತುಪಡಿಸಿ, ಇತರೆ ಷರತ್ತುಗಳನ್ನು ಪಾಲಿಸುವ ಷರತ್ತಿಗೊಳಪಟ್ಟು ನಿಯಮಾನುಸಾರ 
ಪ್ರಾರಂಭಿಸಲು ನೀಡಿರುವ ವಿನಾಯಿತಿಯನ್ನು ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ರಾಜಸ್ವ ಹಿತದೃಷ್ಟಿಯಿಂದ ಮತ್ತು 
ಪ್ರವಾಸೋದ್ಯಮದ ಅಭಿವೃದ್ಧಿಗಾಗಿ ಹೊಸದಾಗಿ ಮಂಜೂರು ಮಾಡುವ ಸಿಎಲ್‌-7(ಎ) (in the ಂಂm 
of CL-14) ಸನ್ನದುಗಳಿಗೂ ವಿಸ್ತರಿಸಲು ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಅನುಮತಿ ನೀಡಲಾಗಿದೆ ಎಂದು ತಮಗೆ ತಿಳಿಸಲು 


ನಿರ್ದೇಶಿತಳಾಗಿದ್ದೇನೆ. 
ತಮ್ಮ ವಿಶ್ವಾಸ, 


ಲ 
alo” 


(ಮಂಜುಳಾ ನಟರಾಜ್‌) 
tuo | ಸರ್ಕಾರದ ಅಧೀನ: ಕಾರ್ಯದರ್ಶಿ 
$” ವ ಆರ್ಥಿಕ ಇಲಾಖೆ (ಅಬಕಾರಿ) 


4£M ಎ - ಸಿ ES 


